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इस भाग में भिन्न पृष्ठ संख्या की जाती है जिससे कि यह प्रलग संकलन के रूप में 

__ रखा जा सके 


Soparate Paging is given to this part in order that it may be filed as a 

scparato compilation 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 
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भाग II -- गाण 3 - उप -ब ( iii ) 
PART II - Section 3 - Sub -section (iii ) 


- - - 


केन्द्रीय अधिकारियों ( संप राज्य क्षेत्र प्रशासनों को छोड़कर ) द्वारा जारी किये गये मावेश और अधिसूचनाएं 
Orders and Notifications issued by Contral Authorities (othar than the Administrations of Union 

Territorles) 


भारत निर्वाचन प्रायोग 


आदेश 


नई दिल्ली , 9 जून , 1997 


प्रा . अ . 130 : - -निर्वाचन प्रायोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तंभ ( 3 ) में यथा 
विनिर्दिष्ट मध्य प्रदेश से लोक सभा के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन , 1996 के लिए जो स्तंभ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन 
क्षेत्र से हमा है, स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व 
अधिनियम , 1951 तथा तडीन बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तंभ ( 5 ) में यथा दशित अपने निर्वाचन 
ध्ययों का लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है । 


और उक्त अभ्याथियों ने सम्यक सुचना दिए जाने पर भी उक्त असफलता के लिए कोई कारण प्रथया स्पष्टी 
करण नहीं दिया है और निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्स असफलता : 
पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचिभ्य नहीं है ; . 
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मतः अब , लिचिन पायोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10क के मन सरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्सा ( 4 ) 
में विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद के सदस्य 
चने जाने मौर होने के लिए प्रादेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 


सारणी 


क्र . सं . निर्वाचन का विवरण 


निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की क्र . स . 
मौर नाम 


निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी 
का नाम व पता 


निरर्हता का कारण 


1 


2 


3 


5 


4 - 11 ना लोक सभा 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


1. मध्य प्रदेश से लोक सभा 

के लिए साधारण 
निर्वाचन , 1996 
2 . -- यही 


- - वही - - 


3. 


वही 


-- --बही -- - 


4. 


- बही -- - 


7 - - दमोह लोक सभा 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


5. 


वही - - 


12 - -- सरगुजा ( अ . ज . आ . ) 

लोक सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


श्रीमती अलमा 

निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
ग्राम शीलापरगना , अशोक नगर , लेखा दाखिल करने में 
जिला गुना, ( म . प्र . ) असफल रहा । 
श्री महेन्द्र सिंह 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 
प्राभाजनरल इंजीनियरिंग लेखा दाखिल करने में 
बर्क्स इण्डस्ट्रीयल स्टेट 

में असफल रहा । 
जिला शिवपुरी । 
श्री मोहन सिंह 

-~~-वही -- 
माडा गनेशखेड़ा पोस्ट 
माडा परगना कोलारस 
जिला शिवपुरी ( म०प्र० ) 
श्री मोहन लाल 

निर्वाचन स्पयों का कोई भी 
पुकाम पोस्ट कमताना 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
तहसील गुनौर जिला पन्ना 

असफल रहा । 
( म . प्र . ) 
श्री शिव प्रसाद , 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 
ग्राम --- गाडीडोड , 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
पोस्ट बिहारपुर, तहसील सूरजपुर असफल रहा । 
जिला सरगुजा ( म . प्र . ) 
श्रीमती जेन्द बाई 

निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 
मु . पो० कोटसीसोनार 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
व्हाया अकलतारा तहसील आज असफल रहा । 
गीर जिला बिलासपुर ( म . प्र . ) 
श्री धीरदास 

- - यही - - 
बास्कोनगर , कोरबा जिला 
बिलासपुर , ( म . प्र . ) 
श्री बंशीलाल 
ग्राम बिसकोट पोस्ट रामपुर , 
तहसील कोरबा, जिला बिलासपुर , 
( म . प्र . ) 
श्री मदन मोहन 

- - वही - - 
बाल्कोनगर, कोरबा म . मं . 
1097, सेक्टर-- -- 5, ए-टाईप , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 


6. - - यही - - 


14 - - जाजगीर लोक सभा 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


7 - बही -- 


---वही --- 


8. -~- वही -- 


~~~-दही - - 


9. -- वही --- 


-- - यही - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


- 


-- - 


- 


-- 


- -- - 


- - 


- 


-~~-~ 
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10. मध्य प्रदेश से लोक सभा 14 ---जाजगीर लोक सभा 

के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 
निर्वाचन , 1996 


श्री रामाधीन 
ग्राम अमलडीहा, पोस्ट गदगोधी , 
व्हाया सक्ती , जिला बिलासपुर , 


निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल रहा । 


11. ~~-वही -- 


- - वहीं - - 


----यही 


श्री रोशन 
एम . आई . जी . सिनियर - 7. 
साडा कालोनी ( अंगार खार ) 
अमनी पाली , कोरबा , 
जिला बिलासपुर ( म . प्र . ) 
श्री अर्जुन 
मसानगंज, बिलासपुर । 


12. 


वही -- 


-- - यही - - 


विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल रहा । 
-- - वही 


13. ----वही -- 


15. - - वहीं --- 


-~-वही 


16. - --वही 


17. --वही 


समय के अन्दर तथा. विधि 

द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से लेखा 
दाखिल करने में असफल रहा । 


-- -वही 

श्री ब्रजराज 

बी / 8, अमेय नगर, बिलासपुर । 
---- वही -- - 

श्री मातादीन 
मु . पो . बारादार 

जिला बिलासपुर ( म . प्र. ) 
-~~-यही - - 

श्री रामकुमार चन्द्रा 
ग्राम बोरसी, पोस्ट सालवेवरी, 

जिला बिलासपुर ( म . प्र . ) 
- ~- वही - -- 

श्रीमती रामवती 
पोस्ट व तहसील कटघोरा , 
जिला बिलासपुर ( म . प्र . ) 

श्री डीराम 
कोरबा, जिला बिलासपुर 

( म . प्र . ) 
- - बही 

श्री मयाराम , 
ग्राम अमगांव, पोस्ट गेवरारोड , 
तहसील- कटघोरा , जिला बिलास 

पुर ( म . प्र . ) 
- वही- - 

श्री सूरज प्रसाद 
ग्राम पोस्ट प्रामोवा 

तहसील जाजगीर , 

जिला-बिलासपुर, ( म . प्र . ) 
19 -- काकेर ( अ . ज . जा . ) श्री कुवर सिंह 
लोक सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र - ग्राम माण्डो की ( खरगांव ) । 

पोस्ट कोपरा, तहसील केसकाल , 

जिला बस्तर ( म . प्र . ) 
- वही - - 

श्री गणेशराम नेताम , 
पापपारा-बालोद, पो . प्रा . 
बालोव , जिला दुर्ग ( म . प्र . ) 


18 . - - वही -- - 


19. - -- वही - - 


20. - बही 


निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल रहा । 


21. -- यही - - 


- बही - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 
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22. मध्य प्रदेश से लोक सभा 30 - - भोपाल लोक सभा 
के लिए साधारण 

निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 
निर्वाचन , 1996 
23. - - वही - - 

- वही -.. 


24. - वही- - 


----वही---- 


25. -- वही -- 


- - बही - -- 


26. - - यही - - 


33 - - शॉजापुर ( अ . जा . ) 

लोक सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


27. --वही --- 


-- वही - - 


28. -~~वही 


--- वही - - 


-- - - - - - -- - - --- - - - ---- - - --- - 
श्री भगवत प्रसाद 

निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 
34, प्रामाद मार्केट भोपाल । लेखा दाखिल करने में 

असफल रहा । 
श्री सैय्यद इकबाल 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 
इसरत हुसैन, नियर जामा मस्जिद , लेखा दाखिल करने में 
छावनी सराय , सोहोर , 

असफल रहा । 
( म . प्र . ) 
श्री धीसी लाल 

ममय के अन्दर तथा विधि द्वारा 
ग्राम उल्झावन , तहसील सीहोर , अपेक्षित रीति से लेखा दाखिल 
( म . प्र . ) 

करने में असफल रहा । 
श्री रामकृष्णन 

- - वही - -- 
स्टेट बैंक के पास करेली , 
जिला नरसिंहपुर, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री मिठठू लाल जाटव 

निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
वार्ड नं . 5, महूपुरा शॉजापुर , लेखा दाखिल करने में 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

असफल रहा । 
श्री करण सिंह मालवीय , 

--- वही - - 
ग्राम पोस्ट जामनेर, जिला शॉजा 
पुर , मध्य प्रदेण । 
श्री केलाश मालवीय , 

- - यही - - 
( पेंटर ) बलाई मोहल्ला, वार्ड . 1 
पोस्ट कानड , मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री घीसाजी सूर्यवंशी , 

- - बही - - 
लालपुरा, शॉजापुर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री दौलतराम मालवीय 

---- वही - - 
ग्राम दौलतपुर, पोस्ट दौलतपुर , 
तहसील सोनकछ, जिला देवास , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री भागीरथ , 

-~-वही 
217 , दायरा, शाजापुर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री रामप्रसाद भारती 

- -वही -- . . 
ग्राम धितोनी, पोस्ट -मंत्ररोला 
मायापुर, तहसील शुजालपुर , 
जिला शाजापुर , मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री कन्हैया लाल 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 
. युपाड़ा, जिला शाजापुर , लेखा दाखिल करने में 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

असफल रहा । 
श्री करण सिह 

-- - वही - - 
( टपका बसन्तपुर ) 
ग्राम टपका ( बसन्तपुर ) 
तहसील सुजालपुर, जिला-शाजापुर, 
मध्य प्रदेश । । 


29. - - ही - - 


---यही -- 


30. - - वही - - 


-- -वही -- 


31. - - वही - - 


-- - वही --- 


32. - -बही --- 


-- यही---- 


33. - - ही - - 


- वही - - 


34. -~-वही--- 


- - वही - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - 


. 


. . 


. , - -- - - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


. . . 


- - 


- 


- 


. . - 


. - - 
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विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 
लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 


35. मध्य प्रदेश से लोक सभा 

के लिए साधारण 

निर्वाचन , 1996 । 
36. वही - - 


-- - वही - - 


33 - - शामापुर ( म . जा . ) श्री दिलीप कुमार 
लोक सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 8 , हिरिजनपुरा , शक्कर कुड्या, 

श्रागर , मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री मदन लाल मालवीय 
ग्राम मोरी , तहसील हजूर , 
जिला भोपाल, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री मांगीलाल अंजाने 
ग्राम अकबरपुर पोस्ट डबल चौकी , 
नहसील व जिला देवास , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 


37. ~~ वही 


- - यही - - 


38 . ---वही 


-- -वही - -- 


39. ~~-वही -- 


- ही 


40. 


- वही - - 


34 -- खण्डवा लोक सभा 

निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


श्री रणजीत सिंह 

-~ - बही - - 
ग्राम लोदिया , पोस्ट दिल्लोद , 
जिला शाजापुर मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री सिद्दूलाल करंजिया 

-- - बही - - 
ग्राम कड़वाला , तहसील गुजालपुर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री घनश्याम चौधरी , 

----वही - - 
333- ख , अम्बेडकर नगर , 
इन्दौर, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री अन्दुल शब्बीर 

निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
44- - सी , मेवाती मोहल्ला 

लेवा दाखिल करने में 
इन्दीर, मध्य प्रदेश । 

असफल रहा । 
श्री अनोखीलाल अंगदेले 

-- - वही - - 
18, बालवा कालोनी , इन्दौर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 


41. - - वहीं -- - 


37 -- इन्दौर लोक सभा 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


42. - - वही - - 


43. -- -नही 


वही - - 


- वही 


44, -- वाही 


-- वही 


श्री गजराज 
ग्राम कदवाली खुर्द, म . नं . 71 
पोस्ट----कववाली बुजुर्ग , 
तहसील संविर ,जिला इदौर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री गजानन्द , 
2733 रपव मोहल्ला महू , 
जिला इन्दौर, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री प्रकाश महापर 
14---- क , महावरनगर, इन्दौर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 


- वही - - 


45. -- नही -- 


- - वही - - 


46. 


-- बड़ी - - 


-~ ही 


-- वही-~ 


श्री प्रवीप श्रीराम 
ग्राम तेजाजीनगर, पोस्ट कस्तूरबा , 
ग्राम , इन्दौर, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री प्रमोद कुमार जैम 
137 / 2, जूनारिसाला, इन्वीर , 
मध्य प्रवेश । 


47 . 


-- बही - - 


--- वही -- 


--- वही---- 


- 


- 


- 
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3 


4 


5 


- 


-- - - - 


- - - -- - - - - 


- 


- 


37 - इन्दौर लोकसभा 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


48. मध्य प्रदेश से लोकसभा 

के लिए साधारण 

निर्वाचन , 1996 । 
49. ---- वही - - 


-- वहीं -- 


50 . -- वही -- 


- -वही - - 


श्री राजू 


51. - - बही - - 


39 - -- झाबुमा लोक सभा 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


52. 


वही - - 


-- - वही -- 


33. - - बही - - 


- - वही - -- 


श्री प्रेम कुमार 

निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 
1013, मचम की फेस , इन्दौर , लेखा दाखिल करने में 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

असफल रहा । 
श्री विपिन सक्सेना 

- - ही - - 
144 नेहरु कालोनी , सिहोर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 
182 , बैराठी कालोनी इन्दौर , लेखा दाखिल करने में 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

असफल रहा । 
श्री अनसिंह चिलिया , 

निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 
भापलिया, डूंगराधना, माबु .व लेखा दाखिल करने में 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

असफल रहा । 
श्री इन्द्र सिंह 
पोस्ट मोरथी, तहसील अलिराजपुर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री अपिया धना , 

... - वही - - 
ग्राम रातीत लाई, साबुमा 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री कालूसिंह कालिया , 
ग्राम व पोस्ट बड़ी भेरू, 
तहसील थान्दला , मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री खालू सिंह माल 
ग्राम नवापाड़ा, पोस्ट भमोर , 
जिला साबुमा, मध्य प्रदेश । 

श्री केग सोमला, 
किशनपुरी, तहसील - - मबुमा , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री खेलू दितीया , 
बाटिया बर्डी मावुमा , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री गल्लू खेवला, 
ग्राम डूम्पाडा, तहसील साबुमा , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 


54 . - - बही -- - 


-- - वही -- - 


55. - - वही - -- 


- ~-वही 


56. -- बही -- 


-- वही---- 


57. --- वही --- 


--वहीं--- 


- ~ वही 


58. ---वही -- 


-- - यही 


59. 


-- ही - - 


- वही 


- पही - - 


श्री चेनिया उदा , 
मकान पेटलावद, जिला झाबुप्रा , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 


60. -~-वही -- 


- - वही -- - 


वही 


श्री जमर 
ग्राम परखड, तहसील अलिराजपुर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

श्री मापडिया , 
ग्राम चान्दपुरा, तहसील मलिराज 
पुर , मध्य प्रदेश । 


61. - ही - - 


[ भाग II - - 


3 ( iii ) ] 
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- - . - ... 


- . - 


- - -- - 


- -- - 


TH 


- 


. 


. 


. 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


5 


- - - - 


39 - सापुमा लोक सभा 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


62 मध्य प्रदेश से लोकसभा 

के लिए साधारण 

निर्वाचन , 1996 
63 - ग्रही - - 


----वहीं--- 


64 - - वही - - 


65 


- - नही - -- 


- वही 


66 


- बड़ी - -- 


---- बड़ी 


67 --- वही -- 


-- - ही 


68 -- वही - - 


- -वही -- 


श्री भीतरा भरजी 

निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई 
ग्राम नयागांव, तहसील- माबुआ , भी लेखा दाखिल करने में 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

असफल रहा । 
श्री दौल सिंह परमार 

- - बही-- - 
ग्राम नौगांव , पोस्ट थान्दला रोड , 
जिला झाबुमा, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री नानाजी गोबरिया 

- - वहीं - - 
ग्राम कावानी, तहसील रानापुर , 
जिला माबुबा , मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री प्रकाश अमरा डामर 

- -- वही -- 
ग्राम कसारबर्डी, पोस्ट मोहनपुरा , 
तहसील पेटलावद, जिलामाबुमा 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री प्रताप राजया 

-- - बही - - 
ग्राम इंडकर , पोस्ट पंचकुई , 
तहसील मेधनगर , जिला झाप्रा , 
मध्य प्रदेश 
श्री प्रम सिंह 

- - वही - - 
ग्राम बनघुल बेड़ा, तहसील अलिराज 
पुर , जिला झाबुआ, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री बिजिया कालिया 
गरवाड़ा, तहसील मेघनगर , 
जिला झाबुमा, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री मार्टिन रूपाल 

- - यही - - 
ग्राम नवापाड़ा धन्ना पोस्ट पंचकुई , 
तहसील पेषनगर , जिला शावमा 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री मांगीलाल कालिया 

- - वही - - 
ग्राम गउवाडा, तहसील मेषमगर 
जिला साबुमा , मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री मांगीलाल पीरू 

- वही - -- 
रातीतबाई , झाबुमा मध्य प्रवेश । 
श्री मोठिया सकरा 

- - वही 
म् ० पो० देवीगढ़ , तहसील मेघनगर , 
जिला माबुना , मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री रमसू जिया , 

--- नही - - 
माधोपुरा , माया, 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री ललिया फोदर , 

--- वहीं - 
ग्राम सजेली , दामना सात 
पोस्ट थान्दला रोड, जिला मावा ; 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री सोंग सिंह , 
राम सिग की चौकी, अलिराजपुर , 
जिसा मा मध्य प्रदेश । 


69 - -वही 


70 --- पही -- 


- - नहीं - - 


71. -- -वही 


वही -- 


72 


- बही - - 


--वहीं 


73. - - वही -- - 


- वही -- 


74. --- यही -~ 


-~ याही 


75. - - ही - - 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- - 


- - 


- 


- 
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23 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - - 


- 


- - - 


- - - 


78. मध्य देश से लोक सभा 39- -- माबुप्रा खोक सभा 
के लिए साधारण निषिन , निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 

1996 


77. -- वही - - 


- - बही - - 


78. - - बही - - 


19 . - - पही - - 


- - वहीं - - 


श्री शान्तिलास मोतीलाल . निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी लेखा 
ग्राम व पोस्ट करवड , 

दाखिल करने में असफल रहा 
सहसील पेटलावद, जिला शाब प्रा 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री शंकर सिंह , 

- - वहीं - - 
इन्दर सिंह की चौकी 
तहसील अलिराजपुर, 
जिला झाबुआ, 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री सूरसिंह मेडा, 
ग्राम गडवाडा , पोस्ट मगराल, 
तहसील मेषनगर, जिला मामा, 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री हवासिंग लालजी , 

-- - यहही - - 
ग्राम पत्तीपुरा, तहसील मेघनगर , 
लजिा बाबु आ , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री पिवीया चतरा, 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से लेखा 
पोस्ट बजरंगढ़ , म . सेमलपास, दाखिल करने में असफल रहा । 
तहसील थाम्दला , जिला शापा, 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्रीमती भाबोर सजनबाई - - यही -- 
छोटी पोला, पोस्ट भावरा , 
जिला साबमा, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्रीबाला राम मुनिया ; 
ग्राम पिकलिया , तहसील रतलाम , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री घीवान सिंह, भीमजी, निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी लेखा, 
ग्राम बावजीमाफी , तहसील झाबुआ दाखिल करने में असफल रहा । 
जिला साबमा, मध्य प्रदेश । 
श्री रफीक डारिया, 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 
बड़ी खण्डार, रामपुरा, लेखा पाखिल करने में असफल 
जिला मंदसौर, मध्य प्रदेश । रहा । 


80 


- - यही - - - 


81. - - बही- - 


- बही - - 


82. - - वहीं 


83. - -वही -- 


84. - - बही - - 


40 - - मंदसौर लोक सभा 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 


------ ----- ------- -- 


[सं . 76/म . प्र ./ 96 ( 8)] 

मादेश से , 
एल . एच . फारुकी , सचिव 


ORDER 


New Delhi, the 9th une, J1997 


O . N . 130 . - Whereas the Election Commission is. satisfied that cach of the contesting candidate specified in column ( 4 ) of the 
Table below at the General Election to I. ok Sabha 96 froni Madhya Pradesh as speclfied in colump, ( 2 ) held from the constituency 
specified in column (3 ) against his namo has failed to lodge any account of his election expense as required by the Representation of the 
People Act , 1951 and the rule made thereunder as shown in column ( 5) of the said Table ; 
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1 *11 * ! | - ** * ( 11 ) ] 

011PIT 11 Villet til . 1 ! " 0, ! T THI 
- - - - . .- - . - - - -- - - - - ---- - - - - - 

. . . - 

- - - -- - - - - - - - 
And , whereas , the said candidates have not furnished any reason of explanation for the said failure even üfcr du : notice and the 
llection Commission is thus sausied that they have no good reason or justilication for the said failure ; 


Now , therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Fluction Commission livreby declares the persons Specified in column 
( + ) of the Table below to he disqwlified for heimg chuscitals and lior being , il member of cither touse of the Parliament or of the legis 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Stute for a period of years for the date of this order : 


TÁBLE 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


-- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


Particulai s of election 


Nanc & Address of contesting candidate 


Reason for disqualification 


S . 
No. 
- - 

( 1 ) 
- 


No . & Name of 
Constituency 

- - - - 


- 


G 


- - 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - -- - 
( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


- - - - 
. ( 5 ) 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


Nu 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


1 . General Election to Lok 

Sabha , 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh , 


4 -Guna Parliainen - 

tury Constituency 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses . 


Smt, Alma , 
Village Jhcela , 
Paragana , 
Ashok Nagar, Distt. Guna , 
( M . P . ) 
Sh .Mahendra Singh , 
Asha General 
Enginecring works 
Industrial Statc , Shivpuri , 
( M . P .) 
Sh , Mohan Singh , 
Mada Ganeshkhcda , 
Post Mada , Pargana , 
Kolarus , District Shivpuri, 
( M . P . ) 


Fufiure to lay the count 

in the minner required 
by law . 


3. 


- on 


-to 


- do 


7 - Danloh Parlia 

mentary Consti 
tuency . 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses. 


- do 


12 -Surguja (ST ) 

Parliamentary 
Constituency 


Failure to lodge the account 

in the manner required by 
law , 


6. 


-do 


14 - Janjgir Parlia 

mentury Consti 
tụcncy 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Fixpenses . 


- 


do 


o 


-do 


- Cl 


Sh . Mohan Lal, 
Mukam /Post Kamtana , 

Tahsil Gunor , Distt . Panna . 
( M . P .) 
Sh . Shivprasad , 
Village , Begaridand , 
Post Biharpur , 
Tch . Surajpur, Distt. Surguja , 
( M .P .) 
Smt. Gend Bai, 
Vill. P .O , Kotamisonar , 

Via Akaltara 
Teh . Janjuir, Distt. Bilaspur , 
( M . P .) 
Sh . Dhirdas, 
Balconagar, Korba , 
Distt . Bilaspur , 
( M . P . ) 
Sh . Banshilal, 
Vill. Binjhkot, P , Rampur, 
Tch , Korba , Disit, Bilaspur, 
( M . P . ) 
Sh .Madan Mohan , 
Balconagar , Korha , 
Qtr , No. 1097, Sector 5. 
A -Type , (M . P .) 
Sh , Ramadhin , 
Vill. Amaldiha , P . Gudugodi, 
Via Saku , Distt, Bilaspur , 
( M . P . ) 
Sh . Roshan , 
M . LG . Senyor- 7, 
Sada Colony, (Angur Khar ), 
Jamanipali Korba , Distt . Bilaspur, 
( M . P .) 


- 


-do 


2. 


- Jo 


Ulo 


- do 


-do 


- do 


1615 GI/97- - 2 
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- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


-- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

- - - - - - 
12 . General Election to Lok 

Sabha , 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh . 

-do 


(3 ) 
- I - - - - - - - - - - - 

14 - Janjgir Parlia 

mentary Consti 


Failure to lodge the account 

in the manner required by 
law . 


tuency 


-do 


- do 


1 .5 . 


- do 


- - - - - - - - - - - 
Sh . Arjun , 
Masanganj, Bilsapur, 
( M . P . ) 
Sh . Brijrai, 
B /8 , Aguya Nagar , Bilaspur, 
( M . P . ) 
Sh , Matadin , 
Vill . P . Baradwar, Distt. Bilaspur, 
( M . P . ) 
Sh . Ramkumar Chandra , 
Vill Borasi, P . Taldewri, 
Distt. Bilaspur , (M . P .) 
Smt. Rambati, 
P . & Tah . Katghora , 
Distt. Bilaspur , ( M . P .) 
Sh . Jhadiram , 
Korba , Distt. Bilaspur , 
( M . P . ) 
Sh . Mayaram , 
Vill. Amagaon , P . Gewara Road, 
Tali . Katghora , Distt. Bilaspur, 
( M . P .) 


-do 


- do 


Failure to lodge the account 

within the time & inanner 
required by law . 

- do 


- do 


19. 


-do 


- do 


-do 


Sh , Suraj Prasad , 
Vill. P . Amoda , 
Tah . Janjgir , Distt. Bilaspur , 
( M . P . ) 


20. 


-do 


19 -Kanker (ST) 

Parliamentary 
Constituency 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses. 


Sh . Kunwar Singh , 
Vill . Mandokikhargon , 
P . O . Kopra , Tah . Keshkal, 
Distt. Bastar , 
( M . P .) 


21. 


-do 


-do 


Sh . Ganesh Ram Netan , 
Pandepara Balod , 
P . O . Balod , Distt, Durg . 


M .P . 


- do 


30 - Bhopal 

Parliamentary 
Constituency 


Sh . Bhagwat Prasad , 
34 , Azad Market, 
Bhopal, M . P . 


- do 


- do 


Sh . Syed Iqbal, 
Ishrat Hussain , 
Near Jama Masjid , 
Chhawni Saray , Schora , 
M . P . 


Failure to lodge the account 
in the manner required by 
law . 


-do 


-do 


Sh . Ghcesilal, 
Vill. Uljhavan, Tah , Sehora , 
M . P . 


Failure to lodge account within 

time & in the manner re 
required by law . 


- do 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Ram Krishna, 
Near State Bank , 
Kareli , Distt. Narsinghpur , 
M . P . 


- do 


33 - Shajapur ( SC ) 

Parliamentary 
Constituency 


Sh . Mitthulal Jatav , 
Ward No. 5, Mhowpura, Shajapur, 
M . P . 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses . 


-do 


- do 


- do 


Sh . Karan Singh Malviya , 
Gram & Post Jamner , 
Distt. Shajapur. 
M . P . 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


. 


- 


- - 


- 


- -- - 


- - - - 


- - - 


- - - - 


- - 


- 


* ** |- - 5 3 ( iii ) 1 
. .--- - - - -- - - - - - - - 
28 . General Election to Lok 

Sabha , 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh , 


521 
- - - - -- -- - - - - - 

- 
Failure to lodge any account 

of Ejection Expenses . 


-do 


-do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


- do 


077777 451 7737996 : 12 , 1997/191919 21, 1919 
- - - - - - - - - - - - 

, - = - --- - - - - - - - - 
33- Shajapur (SC ) Sh . Kailash Malviya , 

Parliamentary painter, 
Constitucncy BalaiMohalla , Ward No. 1 , 

Post. Kanod , M .P . 
- do 

Sh . Gheesajce 
Suryavanashi, 

Lalpura , Shajapur , M . P . 
-do 

Sh . Daulatram Malviya , 
Gram & Post Daulatpur , 
Teh , Sonkachha, Disit . Dewas, 
( M . P . ) 
Sh . Bhagiratlı, 

217 , Dayra Shajapur, M . P . 
-do 

Sh . Ramprasad Bharti, 
Gram Chitoni, 
P . O . Mayrola Mayapur, 
Teh , Shujalpur , Distt. Shajapur, 
M . P . 
Sh . Kunhiyalal, 
Dupada Disti. Shajapur, 

M . P . 
- do 

Sh . Karan Singh , 
( Thupku Basantpur ) 
Gram Tapka , Basantpur, 
Tch , Shajapur, 

M .P . 
- do 

Sh . Dileep Kumar , 
08 , Harijanpura , 
Shakar Kuiya , Agar City , 
M . P . 


- do 


-do 


Failure to lodge the accoun 
in the manner required by 
law , 


-do 


- do 


35 . 


-do 


-do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


- do 


. 


-do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


- do 

Sh . Madan Lal Malviya , 
Gram Bhori Teh , Hujur, 

Distt. Bhopaj, M . P . 
-do 

Sh Mangilal Anjane, 
Grøm . Akbarpur , Post Double Chouki 

Teh , & Distt. Dewas, M .P . 
-do 

Sh , Raojet Singh , 
Gram . Londiya , Post, Dillod, 

Distt . Shajapur, MP. 
- do 

Sh .Siddulal Karanjia, 
Gram Kadwala , Tch . Shujalpur, 

M . P . 
34 -Khandwa P . C . Sh . Ghanshyam Choudhari , 

333 -Kha , Ambedkar Nagar, 

Indore, M . P . 
37- Indore 

Sh . Abdul Shabbir , 
Parlamentry 44 - C , Mewati Mohalla Indore , 
Constitucncy M .P . 

Sh . Anokhelal Angdele 

18 - Balda Colony , 

Indore , M . P. 
-do 

Sh. Gajraj, 
Village Kadwali Khurd , 
H . No. 71 , Post Kadwali -Bujurg, 
Tehsil Sanwar, Disit . Indore, 
M . P . 


-do 


-do 


Failure to lodgc any accouri 
of Elcction Expenses , 


- do 


[ - do 


-do 


- do 


44. 


- lo 


-du 


$ h . Gajanand , 
2733, Yadav Mohalla , 
Mhow , Distt. Indore , 

M . P . 
- - - - - - -- - 

- - - 


- - - 


- 


- 


- -- - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - 
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45. General Election to Lok 37 - Indore 

Sh . Prakash Mahavar, 

Faline to Jo .140 any account 
Sabha, 1996 from Madhya Parliamentary 14 - K Mahavor Nagar , Indore , 

of Election Expenses. 
Pradesh . 

Constituency. 
-do 

- -- Sh . Pradeep Shriram , 

-do 
Village Tejaji Nagar , 
Pust. Kasturba , Grani Indore , 


M . P . 


M . P . 


Sh, Pramod Kumar Jain , 
137/2 Junrisala, Indore, 
M . P . 


Sh . Prem Kumar , 
1013 Pancham hi phol, Indore , 
M . P . 


-do 


Sli . Vipin Saxena, 
144 Nehru Colony, Sellore, 
M . P . 


-do 


Sh . Raju , 
182 , Bairathi Colony, Indore, 
M . P . 


Failure to lodge the account 

in the inanner required by 
law . 


39 - Jhabua (ST ) 

Parliamentary 
Constitucncy 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses. 


Sh . Anasiha 
S / o Chiliya . 
Bagan Pulia , 
Dungra Dhanna, Jhabua , 
M . P . 


-do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Indsinha, 
Village & Post Moradhi, Alirajpur , 
M . P . 
Sh . Apiya Dhanna, 
Village Ratitalai, Jhabua , 
M . P . 


-Jo 


- do 


- Jo . 


- do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Kalusinha Kaliya, 

Village & Post Badi Bhoru , 
Tch , Thandla , 
M . P . 


- do 


-co 


- do 


Sh . Kalusiuha Mal, 
Village Nawa Pada, Post Bhagar, 
M . P . 
Sh . Kagao Somala , 
Kishapuri, Jhabua, 
M . P . 


-do 


- do 


- do 


JO) 


- 


- 


Sh . Khelu Slo Ditiya , 
Batiya Bardi, Jhabua , 
M . P . 


- do 


-do 


-do 


Sh . Gallu Khewala , 
Village Dumpada , Teh , Jhabua, 
M . P . 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Cheniya Uda , 
Petalawad, Dist. Jhabua, 
M . P . 


- do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Jarinar Dungarsinha , 
Village Darklad, Tch . Alirajpur , 
M . P . 


do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Jhapadia , 
Village Chandpura , Tch : Alirajpur 
M . P . 


- -- - - - 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


. . 


. 


- 


فولاد 
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-- - - 


- - - - - - 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


-- - -- - - - - - - - - - - 


- - - - 


- - - - 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - - 

- -- - - - - 
02. Guncial Election to Lok 

Sabha, 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh 


-- - - - - - - - 
39- Jhubua (97) 

Parliamentury 
Constituency 


· laluie to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses , 


-do 


- do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Jhilara Bhurajec , 
Village Nawagaon , Teh , Jhabua, 

M .V . 
Sh . Dolsinha Pilmar , 
Village Nogaon , Post Thandla Road , 
Distt. Jhabua , 
MP, 
Sh . Nanjee Gobriya , 

Village Kanjawani, 
Teh , Ranapur , Distt. Jhabua , 
M . P . 
Sh , Prakash Amura Damar , 
Village Kasarbardi, 
Post Mohanpura , 
Teh . Patlawad , Distt , Jhabua , 
M . P . 
Sh . Pratap Rajiya , 
Village Dundkar, Post Paneliku , 
Teh Moghnagar, Distt . Jhabua , 
M . P . 


-do 


- do 


lo 


-do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


Sh . Premsinha , 

Village Bandhulbeda , 
Teh . Alirajpur, Distt, Jhabua, 
M . P . 


- do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


Sh , Bijiya Kaliya , 
Gadawada, Teh . Meghanagar, 
Distt. Jhabua , 

M , P . 
Sh . Martin S /o Roomal, 

Villago Nawapuda Dhanna , 
Post - Panchkui, 
Teh . Meghna ngar Distt, Jhabua, 
M . P . 
Sh . Magilal Kalia , 
Village & Post Gadvada, 
Tch . Meghanagar , Distt Jhabuar , 
M . P . 


- do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- 


o 


-do 


Sh Mangilul Pectu , 
Ratitalai, Jhabua , 
M . P . 
Sh . Mithiya Sakara , 
Village & Post Devigurti, 
Tch , Meghnangar, Distt. Jhabua , 
M . P . 
Sh . Ramasu Vijiya , 
Madhopura , Jhabua, 
M . P . 
Sh . Laliya Kodas , 
Village Sajeli dannasath , 
Post Thandala Road , Distt. Jhabua , 
M .P . 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


Sh , Logsingh , 
Ramsingh Ki Choki, 
Alirajpur, Distt. Jhabua , 
M . P . 


-co 


-do 


Sh , Shantilal Motilal, 
Village & Pot Karwad, 
Teli , Perlawial, Disti , Jhabun , 

M . P . 
- - -- - - - . - - - - - - - - - 


- 


-- - - --- - - -- - - 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- - 


- - - 


- - - 


- - - - 


- - 
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- - - 


- - - 


- 


-- . -- 
- - - 


-- -- - - - -- - - - 

- - - - - - - 


- 


- - 


- - - - - - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - 


- - 


२ 


- 


- - 


- 


- - -- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


. 


77. Genciral Election to Lok 

Sabha , 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh 


39 -Jhabua ( ST ) 
Parliamentary 
Constitucncy 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses . 


78. 


do 


- do 


Sh. Shankarsingh, 
Indersingh Ki Choki, 
Teh. Alirajpur , Distt. Jhabua , 

M . P . 
Sh . Sur Singh Meda , 
Village Gadawada, 
Post Agral, Teh , Meghnagar , 
Distt. Jhabua, 
M . P . 


- do 


79. 


-do 


- do 


- de 


Failure to loly : th ; count 
in the manner required by 
law . 


Sh. Hawasing Laljce , 
Village Patipura , 
Teh , Meghanagar, Disti, Jhabua , 

M . P . 
Sh. Pidiya Chatara, 
Village Semalpada, 
POm Biji imgarh 
Teli, Thandala , Distt. Jhabua, 

M . P. 
Smt. Bhabor Sajanbai , 
Chotipol Post Bhabara , 
Distt. Jhabua, M . P . 
Sh. Balaram Muniya , 
Village Chikalia , Teh. Ratlam, 

M . P . 


- do 


- 11 


- do 


- do 


- do 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses . 


- do 


40 - Mandsaur 
Parliamentary 
Contituency 


Sh. Diwansinha , 
Bhimjee , 
Vill, Bawadimafi, Teli. & Distt. Jhabua , 
M. P. 
Sh. Rafik Dagriya, 
Badi Khadhar, 
Rampura , Distt . Mandsaur , 

M . P . 
- - - - - - - 

-- - - - - - - - - 


F .xilure to lodge the awsount in 

the minner rcuired by law . 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- -- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - -- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


-- 


- 


- 


- 


[ ND. 76 / MP/ 96( 8 )] 

By order, 
L . H . FARURI, Secy , 


नई दिल्ली, 24 जून, 1997 


3. श्री ! . के . बसु म मम निर्वाचन अधिकारी, बिहार 
के रूप में कार्य करते घर बिहार मरकार के अधीन किसी 
भी प्रकार का कोई अतिरिक्त कार्यभार ग्रहण नहीं करेंग 
सिवाय इसके कि उनको राज्य सचिवालय में निविन विभाग 
के प्रभारी सरकार का सचिव पदाभिहित किया जाएगा । 


प्रा . अ . 131. - .- लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम, 1950 ( 1950 
का 43) की धारा 13क की उपधारा ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों 
का प्रयोग करते हुए , भारत निर्वाचन अायोग , बिहार सरकार 
के परामर्श में एतदद्वारा श्री पी० एन . नारायणन के स्थान पर 
श्री ए . के , बसु आयुक्त , उत्तर छोटा नागपुर प्रभाग , हजारी 
बाग को बिहार राज्य के मुख्य निटचिन अधिकारी के रूप में 
उनके कार्यभार ग्रहण करने की तारीख से और अगले आदेशों 
तक , नामित करता है । 


[म . 15 4/बिहार / 97] 

आदेश से , 
मी . पार . महम्म , सचिव 


New Delhi, the 24th June , 1997 


2. श्री ए . के . बसु बिहार सरकार के अधीन कार्य के 
मभी पदभार या किसी भी पदभार को धारण करना समाप्त 
कर और तफान गोगो कि गा गणार यण 
करने से पहले धारण कर रहे थे । 


O . N . 131. - - In exercise of the powers con 
ferred by sub -suction ( 1 ) of Section 13A of 
the Representation of the People Act, 1950 


- 


- 


- 


- 
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( 43 of 1950 ) , the Election Commission of 

Slui A . K . Basu while functioning as the 
India , in consultation with the Government of Chief Electoral Officer , Bihar shall not hold 
Bihar hereby nominates Shri A . K . Basu , Com 

any additional charge whatsoever under the 
missioner , North Chotanagpur Division , 

Government of Bihar , except that lie should be 
Hazaribagh , as the Chief Electoral Officer for 
the State of Bihar with effect from the date 

designated Secretary to the Government in 
he takes over charge and until further orders 

charge of Election Department in the State 
vice Shri P . N . Narayanan . 

Secretariat. 


2 . Shri A . K . Basu shall cease to hold and 
hand over forthwith the charge of all or any 
charges of work , under the Government of 
Bihar which he may be holding before such 
assumption of office . 


[No. 154 BR 97 ] 

By Order, 
C . R . BRAHMAM , Secy . 


f forcent, 


3077, 1997 


T 43 ) $ 1 17T 106 
a Joa PPTU arra 


HA ATOT Ħ , 

29 A 


faatan 
1997 


U 12 - volt a fafafura fyfun . 1951 ( 1951 
TRITT 1996 att f pe 2 fast fra farem 
निर्णय को एतदद्वारा प्रकाशित करता है । 

( निर्णय अग्रेजी भाग के साथ छपा है ) 


[FL . 82/f . 9 . - . 4 . / 2, 90 ] 

TNT , 
$ 57 . ra , afga 


New Delhi, the 30th June, 1997 


ON . 132 .- In pursuance of Section 106 of the Represen 
tation of the Peoplo Act, 1951 ( 43 of 1951 ) , the Elcction 
Commission hereby publishes Judgemont dated 29th May , 
1997 of the High Court of Himachal Pradesh at Shimla in 
Election Petition No . 2 of 1996 . 


P . K . Palli, Judge - Elecrion for the 2 -Mandi Parliamentary 
Constituency was held on April 27 and May 7 , 1996 . " The 
petitioner was a candidate of the Bhartiya Janta Party and 
contested the said clection in that capacity . This petition 
has been filed laying challenge to the election of the respon 
dent on a number of grounds. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH , 

SHIMLA 


2 . Respondent Şukh Ram contested this clection on the 
Congress ticket and was declared elected to the Lok Sabha 
on May 12 , 1996 . As many as 14 candidates in all contes 
ted the election . The petitioner socured 1 , 74 ,963 votes as 
against the respondent who secured 3 , 28, 186 votes . 


Election Petition No. 2 of 1996 


AND 


E .M .P . No. 1 of 1997 
Date of Decision May 29 , 1997 


3 . The respondent filed written statement on February 24, 
1997 whereafter he filled miscellaneous petition E . M . P . No. 
1 of 1997 under Order 6 Rule 16 of the Civil Procedure 
Code read with Section 86 ( 1 ) of the Representation of Peo 
plo Act, 1931 , Reply and rejoinder to this application have 
also been filed and in view of the preliminary objections 
raised , this miscellancous petitior way listed for arguments , 


Adan Singh 


. . Petitioner 


Versus 


4 . Paras 1 to 7 of the election petition are introductory in 
nature . The election of the respondent is sought to be set 
aşide on the grounds given in paras & to 14 which are re 
produced hereunder : 


. . Respondent 


Sukh Ram 
Coram 


The Hon ble Mr. Justice : P . K . Palli, Judge 
The Hon ble Mr. Justice 
The Hon ble Mr. Justice 


Whether approved for reporting ? Yes , 


" 8 Thut the maximum limit of election expenditure , as 

prescribed , for the election of the Lok Sabha in 
Himachal Pradesh , is Rs. 4 , 15 ,000 / - for each par 
liamentary constituency . However , the respondent 
has spent much more than the maximum limit . as 
authorised and prescribed in the elections. The 
respondent in his return of election expenditure has 
shown the total expenses incurrejl by him in elec 
tion as Rs. 1 , 90 ,257 .. An attested copy of the said 
return is enclosed herewith as Annexure P - 1 , The 
respondent has not submitted the true and correct 
relurn of his election expenditure and he has spent 

more amount than the maximum authorised limit." 
" 9 . That during the clection , the respondent got pub 

lished an advertisernent and articles in his favour 


For the Petitioner . Mr. R . K , Sharma, Mr. B . P . 

Sharma and Mrs. Shubh Mahajan , Advocates, 


For the Respondent : Mr. Vijay Bahuguna, Sr, Advocate , 

with Mr. K . D . Sood , Mr, G . D . Verma and Mr. 
C . L . Sharma, Advocates. 


tus, " 


53. 
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in the Young Himachal Periodical ( fortnightly ) , 
published on 1 - 4 - 1996 , with the intention for cam 

therance of his election programine and prospec 
paigning, canvassing and electioneering work for 
securing votes for him with a view to win the elec 

13 . Thmut on 9112 April, 1996 , the respondent deliver 
tions. In the whole issue of his periodical, theie 

ud a spcccli in the constituency at Dhurampur in 
are only advertisements and articles favouring res 

District Mondi. The contents of this speech were 
pondent, who was it congress candidate . A copy of 

Icicascil by the Press Information Bureau , Gov 
the issue of Young Himachal ( 1 - 15 April, 1996 ) , is 

ernment of Indiil to the press at government ex 
enclosed herewith as Annexure P -2 . The l espon 

penges, The Ilindi version of the press release is 
dent paid Rs. 2 , 00,000 /- for these advertisements 

enclosed leicwith us Annexure P -6 and the Eng 
and articles in Annexure P -2 . However, in his ex 

lish versun S Arinexure P - 7 . This issųe was also 
penditure return , he has shown Rs. 13 , 170 / - as ad 

raised by the verious newspapers, like the Tribune . 
vertisement exporises. 

dalcu 10th April, 1996 , Hindustan Times dated 

11th April, 1996 , Punjab Kesari dated 10th April, 
Alongwith Annexuie P - 2 , the respondent circulated a 

1996 , the Tribune dated 11th April , 1996 . Copies of 
multi -colour calendar on glossy paper depicting the 

the clippings of the news-items aro enclosed here 
respondent sis founder of Modern Himachal, 1 , 00 , 000 

with as Annexures P - 8 / A to P - 8 / D , respectively . 
copies of this calendar were distributed by the res 

The petitionor through the spokesman of the Bhar 
pondent amongst the voters in the constituency . The 

tiyil Janta Perly Shri Ganesh Dutt made a com 
cost of this calendar is Rs. 5 /- Circh and as such 

plaint to the Election Commission of India on 12th 
the total cost of 1 ,00 ,000 calendar comes to 

April, 1996 . Copy of the complaint is enclosed 
Rs. 5, 00 ,000 /-. The respondent has not included 

licrewith as Ajinexure P - 9 ." 
this amount of Rs. 5 ,00 ,000 / - in his expenditure 
return , Copy Of the calendar is enclosed herewith 

** 1 -4. That after the petitioner s complaint, aforesaid , 
as Annexure P - 3 " . 

ir enguiry was conducted by the Election Com 

mission of India and in that enquiry , the respon 
" 10 . That the respondent got published a booklet 

vent was held guilty of the corrupt practice of mis 
namely , Himachal Sanchar Kranti Ka Model (Him 

using the government 
uchal - Model of telecommunication revolution ) . 

machinery , us is evident 

from the newy- item published in the Tribune dated 
This booklet contains Diulti- colour photographs of 

23rd April, 1996 , copy of the news-item is enclosed 
the respondent aid it also contains material favour 

herewith as Anne :ue P - 10 ." 
respondent. It consists of 68 pages and title cover 
of this booklet containing 4 pages on diamond 

5 . In the written statement filed by the respondent, besides 
ivory paper . The respondent got published 1 ,00 , 000 

Tiuning preliminary objections that the copies supplied ure 
such book -let : distributed the same ainongst the 

mot true copies of the petition , the English translation is 
voters for campaigning, canvassing and electioneering 

TVi tac correct version of the documents filed with the peti. 
work for securiny votes , with a view to wirt the 

tion : the copies supplied are not legiblc ; authenticated copies 
election . On this book -let the respondent spent a 

of all the documents and annexures have not been supplied . 
sum of Rs. 5 , 00 .000 / -, which amount has not been 

thic petition is further said to be barred . The averments made 
shown by the respondent in his expenditure return . 

in the petition are said to be vague, indefinite , cryptic and 
This book -let has been got printed and published 

do not disclose enforceable cause of action . The affidavit 
by the Mandi Jan Kalyan Sabha , 6 / 19 Subhash 

is said to 1 invalid being not in conformity with the re 
Mary, New Delhi, from Poompuhar Pathppagam 

quirement of law as given in Foim No . 25. It is also said 
Press , Madras , with the consent of the respondent. 

that the material particular s have been withheld and the 
A copy of the booklet is enclosed herewith as 

petition is liable to he summarily rejected . 
Annexure P - 4 . " 

6 . In para 10 of the preliminary objection it has been 
" 11 , That in view of the submissions made in paras 

Suid that the details of the material particulars , the detaily 
8 , 9 and 10 , the respondent has spent the amount 

of the events indicating time. place, names of the persons . 
in violation of Section 77 of the Act and he has 

nise of the words and expressions have not been disclosed 
exceeded the cxpenditure beyond the prescribed limit 

in the petition and being vafue and incomplete , the petition 
of Rs. 4 , 13, 000 / -. As such , the respondent is guilty 

s lialile to be dismissed . 
of corrupt practice under sub - section ( 6 ) of Sec 
tion 123 of the Representation of People Act, 1951. 

7 In incrits , in replies to paras 8 to 14 , it has been 
Hence, his election is liable to be set aside and 

statul that the averments are wrong to the knowledge of the 
he is further liable to be disqualified from contesting 

retitioner and are denied . The allegations levelled are said 
the clections for it period of six years." 

to be intentionally fulsé It i, denisd that the respondent hart 

inv role in the publication of the nerindical Young Himachal 
" 12 . That the respondent for campuigning , canvassing 

11 was denied that the said publication was made with the 
and electionering work for securing votes for him in 

authorisation or conent of the respondent . The amounty 
the constituency with a view to win the election 

rent for cv stiseinent in the articles contained in the perlo . 
mis -used the government machinery for the furthe 

the 

dical, is alco deniesl . 
rance of the prospectus of his election from 
persons in service of the government, who were 

8 . The periodicnt is said to have been published by the 
gazetted officers in the Press Information Bureau and 

proprictor with 

is 
As such , the respondent 

lich th : respondent is said to have 110 
telecommunication . 

concern . It is specifinally denied that the respondent haul 
guilty of committing corupt practice under sub 

any role in the printing. publication as well or distribution 
section 17 ) of Section 123 of the Act. 

of the special feature of the periodical and no expenditure 

was incurred by liim in this connection . In resnect of th . 
That on 9 - 4 - 1996 . Publicity Incharge, District Congress 

circulation of the calendar Annerur P - 3 . it has been i r 
Committee, Mundi, H . P ., with the consent of the 

niet that the 4 ? W ":15 rot rrintert hy thr proprietor of the 
respondent issued a presa release with the title 

Youna Hiinarhet wint ti normission . authorisation or con 
People Demands development not destruction . This 

sent of the inenondent. This minht lavr henn stone by the 
pross release war communicated to the press through 

proprietor to hoost the site of the periodical as the respon 
FAX message and for this purpose Fax machine 

lent was ? nonular leader fiom the constituency . The 28 
and facility of the government were used by the 

of the ( lendar vis denirel ond it was tated that the res 
respondent. Copy of the press release is enclosed 

rondent had nothing in this with it. The other features in ih 
herewith as Annexure P - S . On the top of Annexure 

nesiorientare snil in hoc paupstisements from political parties 
P - 5 . there is a mention of GMT, Chandigarh , which 

individuals anil other instayfinns. 
means General Manager , Telecommunication 

Jacuura P - 5 , 
Chandigarh 

relates to the 
cir 

It is also said that in vinw of Explanation 1 of Section 
electioneerira work of respondent and it is 

that 77 of the Repres utrion of the People Act. the political 
culaird throuzh the vovernment machinery , 

istir , ncsociation , hav of persons, individuals are authn . 
is, the General Manager , Telecommunication , 

rised to isspp nowort iementa , publication of heir own in 
Churdigarh . As such , the government machinery 

11000 of a cancila , without any authority or consent of 
has been misused hy the respondent for thn tur 
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such candidate and the expenses so incurred are not be to 17 . It has been further said that mere use of 
includod in the return of expenditure by the candidato . Tho 

ile Government FAX machine for the purposes 
avérments in respect of payment of expenses , " Annoxures 
P - 2 and P -3 , have been ediphatically denied as baseless and 

release of press statement is not a corrupt 
mis -concolved . 

practice as contemplated by Section 123 ( 7 ) of the 

Act. A mere violation of the direction of the 
10 . It has also been said in reply that only that amount 
would be tik s election expenses having been incurred Election Commission , if any , with regard to the 
by the respodent whici le tius liimseſt idcurred of his free 

Code of Election Campaign is said not to be a 
will and th ì thc iesporidont hag not jucurred any expendi 
ture in contravention of Section 77 of the said Act not any ground for setting aside the election of the returned 
Cortipt practice has been committod by him as envisaged 

candidate . 
in Section 123 ( 7 ) of thc : Act. In tespect of Annexure P - 4 , 
it has been said in the reply that the averments aro donled . 

18 . E .M . P . No . 1 of 1997 under Order 6 Rule 
Tho respondent iu not responsible for any such publication . 
He sover cons- tct or muthorised any ono for any such 17 . of the Code of Civil Procedure read with Section 
publication . This publication lg said to have been printed , 

86 ( 1) of the Representation of the People Act was 
published sometimes in February, 1996 beforç tho announce 
dent of the clection and this had nothing to do with the filed by the returned candidate on February 24 , 
cloctionccring . 

1997 with the prayer that in view of the decisions 
11. It is said that it was Maudi Jan Kalyan Sabhu that of the apex Court reported in AIR 1987 SC 1577 , 
got 20000 copies at the cost of Rs, 2 . 75 per booklet and Dhartipakar Madan Lal Agarwal vs . Rajiv 
that too much prior to the declaration of the election and 

Gandhi) ; AIR 1990 1731, (Lalit Kishore Chatur 
to amount was spent by the respondent in this it spect. The 
first four pagos of this booklet is the speech of the then 

vedi vs . Jagdish Prasad Thada ); AIR 1984 SC 621, 
Prime Minister of the country and the contents do not hold (Daulat Ram vs, Anand Sharma ); 1969 ( 2 ) SCC 
out any threat or compulsion to tho electorates to vote one 

238 , ( Samant N . Balkrishna and another vs. George 
way or the other . It has been said that the avermcnto lack 
material particulars in respect of date , place and timo ol *Fernadez and others ), the present petition is liable 
tho aleged payngent and distribution otc . It is also raid that 

to be dismissed as it does not disclose any triable 
the petition does not disclose any cause of action as mate 

cause of action . It has been said in this application 
rial particulars have not been disclosed which Aro absolutely 
essential. It is denies that the rospondent has spent any that the pleadings are vague and lack in material 
money in the election process in excess of the permissible 

particulars and do not contain 112cessary ingredients 
" Jimit of Rs. 4 , 15 ,000 . The account has been correctly and 
truely furnished by him in the tetumn of expenses . 

to constitute the charge under Section 123(6 ) of 

the Act. 
12 . In reply to para 12 , the contents have been cmphati 
vally . denied and it is denied that any Government machi 
nery way mis -used for campaigntog canvassing in electio 

19 . It has also becn said that the publications 
neering work to secure Yotes by the respondent. It has been 

were published on behalf of office bearers of the 
Specifically statod that the responchont did not mis -use Gov 
erament machinery for his election prospects . It has been Congress Party and as such these are covered by 
maid that if any Governent officer has done something in the Explanation to Section 77 of the Act. The 
his official capacity , the respondent cannot be held liable 
for any corrunt practice . The prese noto Andoxuro P - 5 

assertion that the respondent got the publication 
was not relcased at the instance of the respondent nor it made- is contradicted by the advertisements them 
was issued by the Publicity Incharge of the District Congress 

selves . It is said that the petitioner has not disclosed 
Cormittee. It has bton denied that the machinery was mis . 
used for the FAX męsage . The document is said to be 

the source of his information or knowledge and the 
n forgod one and in attempt to unnecessarily involved the non - disclosure of these facts renders the pleadings 
respondent and that too falsely . 

vague and liable to be struck off , It has also been 
13. In reply to parn 13 , the allegations made stand denied . said that the petitioner has not disclosed the time, 
It is dented that the resrandont in any manner tilined the date , place where the calendar was distributed or 
services of the Press Information Bureau of the Government 

what was the role of the respondent. No particulars 
of India . It is also denied the the respondent ever consented 
for the issuance of the press releave comprising Annexures 

in respect of time, date , place and mode of payment 
P - 6 and P - 7 . The attempt is said to havo been made to of the amount have been disclosed . It is also said 
manufacture evidence against the respondent. Similarly , the 
news items bearing in P -8y to P - 8 / D are said to have been 

in the application that in case the booklet is printed 
tonde by Opposition candidates to tarnish the image of the or published before the elections were notified , the 
respondent with an attempt to stall his election . The new expenses would not fall within the mischief of 
items are said to be highlv dissoítod , wrong and incorrect, 

Section 77 of the Act. In respect to the role of 
14 . The comnaint sent to the Plection Commission (An 

District Congress Committee, it is said that there is 
11cxure P - 9 ) is denied as folde . The restyndent himself wroto no averinent, that the FAX machine of the Com 
☆ letter to the Election Commission of India which is An . 
nexure R - 1 that . n conspiracy was heing hatchet Against him 

munication Ministry for the relcase of the press 
10 malim him in the section and ho was totally ignorant note was used with the consent of the respondent. 
of the circumstances under which the statements were trover Similar plea has been raised with respect to the 
1.5 . In reply to pra 14 of the petition , it is stated that 

speech -made hv the respondent on April 9 , 1996 at 
- the smc ig at ourely fals - and incorrect. It is deniert that Dharampur. The affidavit filed with the election 
Any enouiry wag held against the respondent and he was 
found guilty . Contents appearing in the Tribute ( Innexure 

petition is said to be not in conformity with the 
P - 10 ) I said to be wrong and false . 

provisions of the Act and the election petition is 

said to be liable for dismissal at the thresh -hold 
16 . In further nleas raised in the written state itself. 
ment, it was praved that in view of several decisions 
given hy the Supreme Court. the petition is liahle 20 . Mr. Bahuguna , learned Senior Advocate , 
to be Hismissed us it does not discloso any triable appearing for the returned candidate , contends that 
cause of action . 

though the petitioner has levelled corrupt practices 
1613 GI/97 - 3 
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in the petition having been committed by the res 
pondent, yet the material facts constituting the 
corrupt practices have not been indicated 110r the 
petitioner has given full particulars of the said 
corrupt practices withi the result that the petition 
is. liable to be dismissed as not disclosing a triabile 
cause of action . 


21. The learned counsel has taken me through 
all the annexures which are relied upon by the peti 
tioner in support of the averments made in the 
petition and after carefully scrutinising each of 
these documents, it is stated that there are absolu 
tely no averinents as to the printing and publication 
of these documents and further the averments lack 
in time or place or locality where these were dis 
tributed . It is being pointedly argued that the aver 
ments are totally silent in respect of the consent of 
the respondent to the printing, publication and 
distribution of this material. In further support of 
his contention , reliance is placed by the learned 
counsel of ( 1995 ) 5 SCC 347, ( Cajanan 
Krishnaji Bapat and another vs . Dattaji Ragliobaji 
Meghe and another ); AIR 1991 Allahabad 145 , 
(Ali Şinghani Bhagwandas Madhav Singh vs. Sri 
Rajiv Gandhi ); AIR 1987 SC 1577 , (Dhartipakar 
Madan Lal Agarwal vs. Shri Rajiv Gandhi ); AIR 
1986 SC 1253 (Azhar Hussain vs. Rajiv Gandhi); 
and a judgment given by this Court in Election 
Petition No. 1 of 1995 ( Pipin Singh Parmar vs. 
Kanwar Durga Chand, decided on April 10 , 1997 ). 


" Ihe distinction between " material facts 
and " material particulars" is important 
because different consequences may follow 
from a deficiency of such facts or parti 
culars in the pleadings. Failure to plead 
even a single matcrial fact leads to an 
incomplete cause of action and incomp 
lete allegations of such a charge are 
liable to be struck off under Order 6 . 
Rule 16 Code of Civil Procedure. If 
the petition is passed solely on these 
allegations which suffer from lack of 
material facts the petition is liable to 
be summarily rejected for want of a 
cause of action . In the case of a peti 
rion suffering from a deficiency of mate 
rial particulars the Court has a discretion 
to allow the petitioner to supply the re 
quired particulars even after the expiry 
of limitation . 

( Emphasis supplied ) 


22 . Mr. R . K . Sharma, learned counsel for the 
petitioner , in reply, contends that necessary facts 
u required by lawv, have been pleaded in the peti 
tion and the allegations are sperific that the money 
was raid by the respondent. The learned counsel 
has further laid stress on the averments having heen 
made in the petition and contends that the aver 
nients would be proyed at the stage of evidence and 
no case has been made out for the rejection of the 
petition before the actual trial is held . 

23 . Before the rival contentions raised 
hy the learned counsel for the parties are 
appreciated , it would be proper to keep in 
mind the law in this respectas laid down 
by the apex court as well as by different High 
Courts in the Country , 

24 . In AIR 1991 Allahabad 145 , 0.91 
Singhani Bhagwandas Madhav Singh vs. Su 
Rajiv Gundhi, it lias been held that in case 
the paras in the petition are vague and in 
definite and do not disclose a cause of action 
and further neither material facts are set out 
nor the details of the full particulars of the 
alleged corrupt practice are given , the peti 
tion would be liable to be disinisscd . 

25 . 111 AIR 1976 SC 744 (Udlav Singh 
15. Madhav Rao Scindia ), the Hou be Srprerre 
· ourt has laid down at page 752 like this : 


all the primary facts which must 
be proved at the trial by a party to es 
tablish the existence of a cause of action 
or his defence are "material facts" . In 
the context of a charge of corrupt prac 
tice " material facts " , would inean all the 
basic facts constituting the ingredients of 
the particular corrupt practice alleged , 
which the petitioner is bound to sub 
tantiate before he can succced on that 
charge. Whether in an election petition 
a particular fact is material or not, and 
as such required to be pleaded is a ques 
tion which depends on the nature of 
the charge levelled , the ground relied 
upon and the special circumstances of 
the case. In short all those facts , 
which are essential to clothe the petitio 
ner with a completo cause of action , are 
" müterial facts ” which must be pleaded and , 
failure to plead even a single inaterial 
fact amount to disobedience of the man 
date of Section 6 ( 1)(a )." 

26 . In AIR 1984 SC 621 (Daula ! Rain 
Chauhan is. Anani Sharma) the, Hon ble Supreme 
Court has laid down the following tests ; 

" We must remember that in order 
to constitute corrup : practice , which en 
tails not only the dismissal of the elec 
tion petition but also other serious conse 
quences like debarring the candidnuc con 
cerned from contesting a future election 
for a period of six years.. the allegations 
inst be very strongly and narrowly - con 
strucd 10 the very spirit and letter of 
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the law . In other words, in order to 

czact type and forin of assistance od 
constitute corrupt practices the following 

the pion from W100V1 il 18 sought and 
necessary particulars , statement of facts 

the manner in which the assistance is 
and essential ingredients must be contained 

to further the prospects of the election 
in the pleadings ; 

are allegidas stitc .120115 fic s ." 


It 


was 


further 


observed 


that i 


( 1) Direct and detailed nature of corrupt 

practice as defined in the Act. 
(2) Details of every inportant particular 

inust he stated giving the time, place , 
names of persons, use of words and 

expressions, etc . 
(3 ) It must clearly appear from the alle 

gations that the corrupt practices alle 
ged were indulged in by (a ) the 
candidate himself (b ) his authorised clection 
agent or any other person with his 

express or implied consent " . 
27 . In AIR 1969 SC 1201 ( Samant N . 
Bala Krishna vs. George Fernandez.), the obser 
vations made at page 1212 would be rele 
vant to be kept in view ; 


“ Section 83 requires that the petition 
must contain a concise statement of the 
material facts on which the petitioner ru 
lics and ihe fullest possible particulars of 
the corrupt practice allegeci. “ Material 
facts" and " particulars " may overlap but 
the word " material " shows that the grounds 
of corrupt practice and the facts nece 
ssary to formulate a completo cause of 
action must be stated . The function of 
the particulars is to prescnt as full a 
picture of the cause of action to make 
the opposile party understand the case 
he will have to meet. . . . . . . . . . facts stated 
in the petition relating to any corrupt 
practice must be suflicierit to constitute 
a cause of action . In other words tho 
fact must bring out all the ingredients of the 
corrupt practice alleged . If the facts stated 
fail to satisty that requirement then they 
do not give rise to a triablc issue . Such 
a defect cannot be cured by any anend 
ment after the period of limitation for 
filing the clection petition ." 


Court 


further 


ob 


The Hon ble Supreme 
served as under : 


" First Section 83 of the Act is man 
Jatory and required first a concise state 
ment of material facts and then requires 
the fullest possible particulars . Second , 
omission of a single material fact leads 
to an incomplete cause of action and 
the statement of claim becomes bad . 
Third , the function of particulars is to 
present in full a picture of the cause 
of action to make the opposite party un 
derstand the case be will have to meet. 
Fourth , material facts and particulars are 
distinct matter . Material facts will mention 
statements of facts and particulars will 
set out the names of persons with the 
date , time and place . Fifth , material 
facts will show the ground of corrupt 
practice and the complete cause of action 
and the particulars will give the necessary 
information to present a full picture of the cause 
of action . Sixth , in stating the material 
facts , it will not do merely to quote the 
words of the section because when the eſti 
cacy of the material facts will be lost. The 
fact which constitute a corrupt 
practice, must be stated and the fact must 
be correlated to one of the lieads of 
corrupt practice . Seventh , an election peti 
tion without the material facts relating to a 
corrupt practice is no clection petition at all. 
A petition which increly cites the sec 
tions cannot be said to disclose á cause 
of action where the allegation is the obtain 
ing or procuring of assistance unless the 


" It the accusation made is nebulous 
and is capable of being made use of for 
establishing more than one charge or 
it does not make ought a corrupt practice 
at all then the charge fails at the very 
llireshold ." 


(Emphasis supplied ) 


28 . In AIR 1986 SC 1253 (Azhar Hussain 
vs. Rajiv Gandhi), the following paragraphs, 
taken from the judgeinent may usefully bo 
reproduced : 


" 4. In a democratic policy election 
is the mechagisin devised 10 mirror the 
truv wishes and the will of the people in 
the matter of choosing their political 
inanagers and their representatives who 
are supposed to ccho their views and 
represent their interest in the legislature . 
The results of the Election are subject 
to judicial scrutiny and control only with 
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and the petition does not disclose & cause 
of sction which the retained candidate 
can under law be called upon to answer . 
The High Court has given the answer 
that it must be sunimarily dismissed ." ; 


an cye on two cnds. First, to ascertain 
that the true will of the people is reflect 
ed in the results and second , to secure 
that only the persons who are eligible 
and qualified under the Constitution obtain 
the representation . In order that the 
“ true will" is ascertained the Courts will 

tep in to protect and safeguard tlie 
purity of Elections ſor , iſ corrup practices 
have in fluenced ihc result, or the electorate 
has been a victim of fraud or deccption 
or compulsion on any essential matter, 
the will of the pecple as recorded in 
their votes is not the free and :rue will 
cxercised intelligently by deliberato choice . 
It is not the will of the people in the 
true sense at all. And the Courts would 
therefore , it stands to reason he justified 
in sotiing aside the election in accordance 
with law iſ the corrupt practices are estab 
lished so also when the essential quali 
fications for eligibility demanded by the 
constitutional requirements are not fulfilled , 
the fact that the successful candidate 
is the true choice of the people is a 
consideration which is totally irrelevant 
notwithstanding the fact that it would 
bo virtually impossible to re -enact the clec . 
cons and reascertain the wishes of the 
people at the fresh elections the time 
scenario having changed . And also not 
withstanding the fact that elections involved 
considerable expenditure of public revenue 
( not to speak of private ſunds) and 
result in loss of public time, and accor . 
dingly there would be good reason for 
not setting at naught the election which 
reflects the true will of the people lightly 
In matters of election the will of the peo 
ple must prevail and Courts would be 
understandably exte,mely slow to set at 
naught the will of the people truly and 
freely exercised . If Courts were to do 
otherwise , the Court, would be pitting 
their will against the will of the people , 
or countermanding the choice of the peo 
ple without any object, aim or purpose. 
But where corrupt practicos are established 
the result of the election does not echo 
the true voice of the people. The Court 
would not then be deterred by the afore 
said considerations which in the corrup 
tio .1-scerario lose relevance. Such would 
be the approach of the Court in an 
election matter where corrupt practice is 
established . But what should happen when 
the matcrial facts and particulars of the 
alleged corrupt piactices are not ſurnished 


8 . The arguncnts is lidt inasmuch . 
as Section 83 ( 1) is not adverted to in 
Section 86 in the context of the provi.. 
sions, non -compliance with which entails 
dismissal of the election petition , it follows 
that non -compliance with the requirements 
of Sections 83 (1). even though manda 
tory, do not have lethal consequence of 
dismissal. Now it is not disputed that 
the Code of Civil Procedure applies to the 
trial of an election petition by virtue of 
section 87 of the Act. Since C .P . Ç . is 
applicable , the Court trying the election 
petition can act in exercise of the powers 
of the Code including Orders 6 Rule 16 
and Order 7 Rule 11(a) which reads thus : 
Order 6. Rule 16 : " Striking out pleadings, 

- - The Court may at any stage of the 
proceedings order to be struck out or amend 
any matter in any pleading → 
(i ) which may be necessary scan -, 

dalous, frivolous or vexatious, or 
(b ) which may tend 10 prejudice , embar 

rass or delay the fair trial of the 

suit ; or 
(c ) which is Oiherwise an abuse of the 

process of the Court." ; 
Order 7 Rule 11 : “ R¢jęction of plaint 

The plaint shall be rejected in the follow 
ing cases : 
(a ) where it does not disclose a cause . 

of action ; 


" 11. In view of this pronouncement, there 
is no escape from the conclusion , that an election 
petition can be summarily dismissed if it does 
not furnish cause of acton , in exercise of the pow 
ers under tlic Code of Civil ; Procedure . So ajsp . 
it emerges from the aforcsaid decision that:Appro 
priatc orders in exercise of powers under the Code 
of Civil Procedure can be passed if the mandatory, 
requirements enjoined by. Section . 83 of the Acte 
to incorporate the material facts in the election : 
petition are not complied with . This Court in: 
Samant s case ( 1969 ). 3 SCC 238 ; (AIR 1969 SC . 
1201) has expressed itself.in . po:unglear - terins that 
the omission of a single material fagt-would lond 
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to an incomplete cause of action and that an elec 

" 38 : In view of the doctrine laid down , in 
tion petition without the material facts, relating 

Nihal Singh s case (1970 (3 ), SCG 239 ] (supeni 
to a corrupt practice is not an election petition . 

as carly as in 1970 , the High Court was perfectly 
at all . Si also in Udhav Singh s case ( 1977) 1 

justified in taking the view that no cause ofaction 
SCC 511 : (AIR 1977 SC 744 ) the law has becn 

was made out. For, in the absence of material 
enunciated that all the primary facts which must 

particulars as to who had printed , published or 
be proved by a party to establish a cause of action 

circulated the pamphlet , when , where and how 
or his defence are material facts . In the context 

it was , circulated and which facts wentto indicate , 
of a charge of corrupt practice it would mean , the respondent s consent to such distribution , 
that the basic facts which constitute the ingre 

the pleading would not disclose a causc of action . 
dients of the particular corrupt practice alleged 

There would be nothing for the respondent to 
hy the petitioner must be specificd in order to 

answer and the inatter would fall within the doc 
succeed on the charge. Whether in an election 

trine laid down in Nihal Singh s case (supra ) . .. . " 
petition a particular fact is material or, notand as 

29, In AIR 1987 SC 1577 . (Dhartipakar 
such required to be pleaded , is dependent on the 
nature of the charge levelled and the circumstan 

Madan Lal Agarwal vs, Shri Rajiv Gandhi), 
wcy of the case . All the facts which are essen it has been beld in paras 8 and 11 thai : 
tial to clothe the petition with , completo cause of 

* 8. The first question which falls 
action must be pleaded and failure to plead even 

for ou de crmination is whether ille Higir 
a single material fact would aniount to disobe 
dience of the inandate of Section 83 (1 )(a ). An 

Court had jurisdiction . 10 strike out plead . . 
election petition therefore can be and must be 

ings under 0 . VI, R . 16 , C . P. C . and 10 
dismissed if it suffers from any such vice. " 

rejecí the election petition under 0 . VII, . ; 
" 12 . Learned counsel for the petitioner bas 

R . 11 of the Code at the preliminary , stage 
nextargued that in any event the powers to reject 

even though no . wrillen statement had been .. 
un cleclion pelitian sunnarily under the proyi 

filed by the respondent. . Section 80 . provides . 
sicns of the Code of Civil Procedure should not that no election is to be called , in qu ^ s 
be exercised at the threshold . In substance , the 1101 except by an election petition presented 
argument, is that the cour! inunt proceed with 

in accordance with the provisions af Park : 
the trial, record thje evidence, and only after the 
tril of the clection , petition is concluded that 

VI of the Act before the High Court. Section 
the powers under the Code of Civil Procedure 

81 provides that an election petition may 
for deaļing, appropriately with the defective, he presented : on one or more of the grounds . 
petition which does not disclose cause of action 

specified in S . 100 by an elector : oj , by a. 
should be exercised ; With respect to the learned 

candidate questiquing the election , of a 
counsel; it is an argument which it is difficult 
10 comprehend . The whole purpose of confer 

returned candidate . Section 83 . provides , 
incnt, of such powers is to ensure that a litigation , 

that an election petition , shall contain , 
which is mcaningless and , bound to prove concise statement of material facts on which 
abortive should not be permitted to occupy the the petitioner . relies and le . shall set forth 
time of the court and exercise the mind of the res 

full particulars of any corrupi practice that 
pondent. The sword : of Damocles need not be 
kept hangiog over his head : undecessarily , without. 

le may allege including , ful statement of 
point.or purpose . Even in an . qrdinary , Çivil litiga . 

the names of the parties allegad to have 
tion . the Court readily exercises the power to 

committed such corrupt practice and the.. 
reject a plaint if it does not disclose any cause of dute and place of the commission of each .. 
action . Or the power to direct the concerned 

such practice . Section 86 conſers power on 
party to strike out unnecessary , scandalous, 
frivolous or , vexatious parts of the plealings . Or 

the High Court to dismiss en elcction petition . 
such pleadings which are likely to cause embar: 

which does not comply with the provisions 
rassmin nr delay the ſair trial of the action or 

of Ss . 81 and 82 or S. 117 : Section 87 deals . 
which is otherwise an abuse of the process of with the procedpre to be followed in 1bo.. 
lawy. An order directing a party to strike out a 

trial of the election petition and it lays down , 
part of the pleading would result in the termina 
tion of the case . arising in the context of;the 

that subject to the provisions of the Act and . 
said pleading, The Courts, in exercise of the 

of any, rules, made thereunder, every election . 
powers under the Code of Civil Prodedure , can 

petition shall be tried by the High Court 
also treat any pointgoing the root of the matter. as nearly as may be in accordance with the 
Such as one pertaining to jurisdiction or main 

peocedure , applicable la the trial of suits, 
tainability as a preliminary , point and can dismiss 
a suit without proceeding to record evidence and 

under the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 . . 
hear elaborate arguments in the context of such 

Since provisions of Civil Prooedure. Code : 
evidence , if the Court is satisfied that the action 

apply 10 the trial of an election petition 
would terminate in view of the..merits of the 

O . VI, R . 16 and O . VI; R , 17 are appli., 
preliminary point of objection . The contention , cable to the proceedings relating to 
that. ever if the clection petition is liable to be : 
dismissed ultimately it should be so dismissed 

the trial of an eleolipa , petition , subj4fit to 
only after recording evidence is a thoroughly 

the provisious of the Act. QA a combines : 
inisconceived and unténable argument. . . . . . " . liding 01 , Ss. 81, 83, 86 and 87 of the Act, 
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it is apparent íhat those paras of the petition 

tice or any ground under S . 100 of the AC , 
which do not disclose any cause of action , 

the pleading would be unnecessary , frivolous 
are liable to be struck off under 0 . VI, R . 16 , 

and vaxalious. 1 is always open to strika 
as the Court is empowered at any Sage 

quo the same. If after striking oui defective 
of the proceedings 10 sirike out or delete 

pleadings the Couií finds that no cause of 
pleading which is unnecessary , scandalous, action remains to be tried it would be duiy 
frivolous or vexatious or which may tend 10 

bound lo reject the petition under 0 . VII, 
prejudice , embarass or delay the fair tial 

S. 11, Civil P. C . If a preliminary objection 
of the petition or suit. Il is ilic duly of the 

is raised before the commencement of the 
court lo examine the plaint and it need 101 

trial, the couri is duly bound to consider 
wait till the defendent files written siate 

the same in need noi postpone the corsa 
ment and points out the defecis. I ille 

iion for subsequent siage of ile lial." 
court on examinacion of the plaint or the 30. lo AIR 1995 R : J.46t3n 239, (Mohammad 
election pctition finds that it does 1101 Yusuf and another Vs. Bhoiron Singh Shokhawit ). 
disclose any cause of action it would be 

we Hon ble Single Judge of the Court, on 
justified in striking out the pleadings. Oder ( areful perusal of the case law , in para 36 has 
VI, Rule 16 itself empowers the Court to enumerised the settled position of law like this : 
Strike out pleadings at any stage of the 

" 36. Following setiled position of law 
proceedings which may even be before the 
filing of the writion statement by the Iris 

emorges from the decisions already referred : 
pondent or commencement of the trial. Ji 

( A ) Section 83 of the Act is mandatory , 
the Court is satisfied hat the election peli 

honce an clection petition must contain : 
tion docs not make out any cause of action 

(a ) a concisc statement of facts on which 
and thai the trial would pri judice, embar 

the petitioner relies, 
rass and delay the proceedings, the Couri 

( b ) fullest possible particulars of the cor 
need not wait for the filing of the wrillen 

rupt practices that tho potitioner alleges , 
statemeni instead ii can proceed to hear the 

( B ) The mºtorial facis mean (2 ) facts 
preliminary objections and stiikcoul the 

necessary to formulate a completo cause of 
pleedings. If aiter striking out the pleadings 

action , (b ) all the preliminary facts which 
The court finds that no triable issues icmai 

must be provod by the party to establish 
10 be considered , it has power to reject the 

cause of action , (c ) the basic facts which 
clection petition under - O . VI, R . 11," 

constitute ingredients of particular corrupt 
" 11 . In Bhagwati P . asad Dixit Ghora 

practice, (d ) all the facts whioh ara essential 
wala v. Rajiv Gandhi (AIR 1986 SC 1534 ) 

to clothe tho petitioner with completo 
this Court again reiterated that in an elec 

cause of ation , (e) the facts which if esta 
tion pleadings have to be precise , specific 

blished would give the potitioner tho reliof 
and unambiguous and if the election petition 

askod for, (f ) the facts on the basis of which 

the Court would 
does not disclose a cause of action it should 

give a direct vordict in 
he rejected in limine. These authoritiis have 

favour of the election petitioner in case the 
settled the legal position 

returned candidate did not appear to oppose 

that an election 
petition is liable to be visinissed in 

the potition , ( g ) facts which if not proved , 

limine 
at the initial stage if it does not disclosc 

the petition must fail . 
any cause of action . Cause of action in 

(C ) A roasonable cause of action is 
questioning the validity of cleciion must 

said to mean a cause of action with some 
relate to the grounds spccified in S. 100 

chances of suscess whon only tho allogations 
of the Act. If the allegations contained 

in the ploadings are considered . So long es 
in the petition do 1101 set out grounds of 

the claim discloses soma cause of action 
challenge as contemplated by S . 100 of the 

or reises som ; quzstions, tho mere facts 
Act and if the allegations do not conform 

that the case is weak and not likely to 
10 the requirement of Ss . 81 and 83 of the 

succeed is no ground for striking it out. 
Act, the pleadings arc liable to be struck 

( D ) There is a difference between the 
off and the election petition is liable to be 

matorial fects and particulats . The 
rejected under 0 . VII, R . 11. A pleading 

function of particulars is to prosent as full 
if vague and general is embarrassing. If 

it picture of a cause of action with such 
the allegation contained in the clection 

information in details £s to make the opposite 
petition cycil assuming to be truc aud corect 

party understand the cose he will have to 
do not make out any case of colupt p . 

incet. Thero may be some overlapping 
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petitioner s knowledge and the documents 
and the contents of patagraphs 6 , 7, 8 , 9 , 
10 and 11 were verified to be true on the 
information ieceived and believed to be true . 
In the affidavit the entire paragraph - 7 willi 
its sub -paragraphis (a ) 10 (e ) was verified to 
be true to the petitioner s knowledge and the 
documents referred to therein . Thus para 
graphs - 7 (a ) to (e ) are ycriſied to be true op 
the basis of the information received and 
believed to be true in the petition whereas 
in the affidavit the same paragraph was 
Verified to be true to the personal knowledge 
o the petitioner." 


berwcon matcris ) frots and particulars but the 
two oro qui o distinct. The distinction is 
one of degroc. The matorial tects are 
those which the pulty relies upon and which 
if it does not prove , he fails , 

( E ) More reproduction of the words of 
the statute would not be sutlicient to main 
tain a potition . The facts which constituto 
the corrupt practice have to be set out und 
they must be correlated to one of the heads 
of the corrupt practices. 

(F ) Whether in an olection pulition al 
particular fact is material or not and as 
such roquired to bo pleaded or not depends 
on charges levelled and the circumstances 
of the case . Thus dexivion of each case 
would dopend upon this facts and circuit 
stances of thel C5C. 

(G ) An election petition can bo summerily 
dismissed if it does not furnish ih cause of 
action . If the mandatory requirements of 
Section 83 of the Act are not fuilled , 
appropriate order under Ordu VI , Rule 16 
and under Ordor VII Rule ll of the Code 
of Civil Procedure can be passed . The 
whole purpose of conferring Such powors 
is to ensuro that a litigation which is menn 
ingless and bound to prove abortive should 
not bo permitted to occupy the time of the 
Court and uxorcise mino ( f the Towpondunt. 
The sword of Damocle s need not be kept 
langing over luis here without point or 
purpose . Since the Court has the power 
to cot mt the threshold thc power must be 
exercised at the threshold itself in casa the 
Court is satisfiod that it is & fit cosc for the 
exorcise of such power and that exerciio 
of such power is warranted under thc rclevant 
provisions of law . 

(H ) An cloction pulition cannot be 
dismissecl in limine for w :] oſ particulars 
without giving an opportunity to the peti 
tioner to supply better particulars .” 

31. In respect ot detective iflidivit , the 
learned Judge in paragraphs 11 and 112 of the 
same report has held like this : 


" 112 . It appears that directions given 
in F . A . Sapa s case (AIR 1991 SC . 1557 ) 
to cure the defects were because of accep 
tance of alternative submission made in that 
case and it has not been held that in all 
cases of defective affidavit Court has to give 
an opportunity to remove the defects. This 
should be clear from the last sentence of 
paragiuph 28 of the judgenient, quoted above , 
where it was observed that where the affidavit 
or the schedule or annexure from an in 
tegral part of the election petition i sell, 
strict compliance would be insisted upon . 
In the present case the affidavit cannot be 
said to be a separable part of the petition . 
It is no doubt an integral part of the 
petition . Without the affidavit in support 
of corrupt practices the petition would not 
have been complete and could not have been 
entertained . Defect in the affidavit was 
therсtore defect in the petition . When 
verification of petition and the contents of 
the affidavit contradict each other and present 
a contradictory and confusing picture , the 
petition has to be tiken to be detective in 
as much as it does not present a clear picture 
before the respondent and the Court . 
Information as to whether the allegations 
made in the petition were based on personal 
knowledge of the petitioner or on his derived 
knowledge is of vital iniport : ncc to the 
respondent. Source of intormatiom may not 
be required to be disclosed initially but 
that does not mean that the petitioner is 
allowed to cquivocate on the point to the 
extent that he can keep both the mutually 
exclusive options open to Linselt and 
surprise the respondent at the hearing by 
adopting one of the options suiting his 
convenience at that time, Sell contradictory 
verification and affidavit has therefore 10 he 
taken as a fatal detect and not a curable 
dctcct. " 


" 111. Eximining the prescrt case in the 
light ot the above observations , it would 
appear that the case is akin to F . A , Sapu s 
case (AIR 1991 SC 1557, so far as the 
contradictory verification of the petition and 
the accompanying affidavit creating confusion 
is concerned . It was pointed out that ju 
the verification of the petition , paragraphs 
1 to 5 were verified to be true to the 
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32 It will bu fut to lik ; notis o ts: Suthorised by him or by his election agent between the 
latest judginent of the Hon ble Supreme Court 

Wate- of publication of the notification calling the election 
reported in ( 1995 ) S SCC 247 , (Gajanan 

and the date of declaration of the result thercof, both days 
Krishnaji Bapat and another vs. Dattaji 

inclusive. Explanation 1 which was introduced by the 
• Raghobaji Meghe and others ). The case deals 

Ameadment Act of 1974 declares that any expenditure 
with the 

incurred or authorised in connection with the election of 
incurring or authorising expenditure 

a candidate by a political party or by any other associa 
in excess of the prescribed limits. It has been 

tion or body of persons or by any individual ( other than the 
" held in this judgment that in order to consti 

candidate or his election Agent ) shall not be deened to b . 
tute corrupt practice :under Section 123 (6) of and shall not ever be deemed to have been , expenditure in 
the Act , it is the - violation of sub -section ( 3 ) 

connection with the bloction incurred or authoriscd by 

the caudidate or by his tection agent for the purposes of 
Only which is mandatory and not of sub - sections 

sub -section (1) of Section 77, Sub-section (2 ) of Section 
(1 ) and ( 2 ) of Section 77 . . This case involves 

77 provides that the account of election expenses shall 
sofre what similar question which is involved 

contain such particolars as may be prescribed and sub 
in the present petition . The question that was 

- stction ( 3 ) lays down that the total of the said expandi 
canvassed before their Lordships of the Suprema 

turc shall not exceed such amount as may be prescribed . 
* Court pertained to the expenditure incurred 

Vide Section 78 of the Act the account of Election 
or authorised by respondent 

expenses is required to be lodged with listrict Election 
No. 1 or his 

Officer by every candidate at any clection within thirty 
élection agent in that case which was alleged 

days from the date of election of the returned candidate . 
to be more than what had been disclosed by 

The maximum amount of clection expenditure which 
him in the return of expenditure under Section 

may be incurred by the candidate for the Parliamentary 
78 of the Act with the District Election Officer 

and assembly constituencies has been prescribed in Rule 
and that Huge expenditure incurred by him in 

90 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 . In so far as 

the parliamentary elections are concerned , the said limit 
" connection with his clection had been suppres 

is Rs. 1 ,50 ,000 - Under Section 123 (6 ) of the Act , the 
sed . In para 13 , the observations appear like this : 

incurring or authorising of expenditure in contravention 
" 13. Though tHe election of a successful candidate 

of Section 77 of the Act amounts to . commission of a 
19 not to be interfored with lightly and the verdict of the 

corrupt practice . However, every contravention of 
deetorudd upstadt; the Court has emphasised in more than 

Section 77 of the Act docs not fall within the mischief of 
ono caso that one of tho -cscotlako of the election law is 

Section 123(6 ) of the Act. Neither the violation of sub 
.to safeguard thc purity of the clection process and to see 

section ( 1) of Section 77 not the violation of sub - section 
that.pcople do not get clccted by flagrant breaches of the 

( 2 ) of Section 77 amounts to the commission of the 
law or by completing corrupt practices. It must be re 

corrupt practice .under. Section 123( 6 ) of the Act . How 
membered that an election petitition is not a matter 

Ovcr , Section 77 ( 3 ) mandates that the total of the expendi. 
in which the only powrons in crestent are the cmididates 

ture in . coppection with the clection shall not cococd 
who fought the election against each other. The public 

the prescribed limit and therefore the provisions of Section 
i8 BQ , substantially interested in it and it is so because 

123 (6 ) of the Act are related only to Section 77 ( 3) of the 
claction is an 08sential part of a democratic process. It 

Act . If a candidate incuras or authorises expenditurc 
is caually well settled by this Court and necessary to bear 

in excess of the prescribed limita , ho commits the corrupt 
ir mind that a charge of corrupt practice is in the nature 

practice under Section 123 (6 ) of the Act and his election 
yf # adiueriminal charge , es its consequence is not only 

is liable to be set aside and he also inucts the 
tortibdatchtrojo.etion of the returned candidato :void but 

disqualification of being debarred from contesting the 
in some cases -exon to impose upon him a disqualification 

next clection . From a plain reading of Sections 123(6 ) 
for - contesting oven the next clection . The evidence led 

and 77 including Explanation 1 to Section 77 of the Act, 
la support of the corrupt practice must therefore , not only 

it is therefore clear that in order to be a corrupt practice , 
be cogent and deonito but if the election petitioner has to 

the excessive expenditure must be incurred or authorised 
succeed , trd must cutablish definitely and to the satis 

by the candidate or his clection agent. An expenditure 
Haction of tho court - athe charge of corrupt practice which 

incurred by a third person, which is not authorised by the 
he hovely against -tho -seturned candidate . The onus lies 

candidate or his clection agent is not a corrupt practice . 
heavily on the election petitionc to establish the charge 

In Magraj Patodia v . R .K . Birla , after referring to a 
of corrupt practice and in case of doubt the benefit gocs 

catena of authoritics even before the inclusion of Expla . 
to the returned cant date . In the aisc of an election 

nation 1 to Section 77 of the Act by the Amendnient Act 
petition , based on allegations of commission of corrupt 

58 of 1974 , it was cmphasised that to prove the corrupt 
prettive, tho standard of proof is generally speaking that 

practice of incurring or authorising expenditure beyond 
of criminal trial, which requires strict proof of the charge 

the prescribed limit, it is not sufficient for the petitioner 
beyond a feasonable doubt and the burden of proof is 

to merely prove that the csxpenditure beyond the pres 
on the petitioner and that burden docs not shift. (Sce 

cribed limit had been incurred in connection with the 
with advantage : Nihal Singh v : Rao Birendra Singh ; Om 

clection of the returned endidate , but he must go further 
Prabha Jain v . Charan Dass , Daulat Ram Chauhan y . 

and prove that the excess expenditure WAS authorised or 
Criand Sama and Quemarul Islamp V : $ :K , Kantu ). " 

incurred with the conscut of the returned candidate or his 
38 . Whilo wamining the scope of Soction 77, it has 

election Agent, In Indira Gandhi v . RajNarain this Couil 
been meld la pang eph 21 : like this : 

reaffirmed the above view and taking note of the Amend 
.. 24 . Section 177 of the Act provides that cvery candi 

ment Act 38 of 1974 , opinod that voluntary Oxnenditura 
- date at an rolaction shall cither by hinself or by his 

incurred by friends , notations or sympathesiers of the 
election upont keep a weparate and correct account of 

Candidate or the indidato s politici party are not 
all expenditure in connection with the election incurred or 

Tefluired to be in cluded in the ani ! te s return of 
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expenses , unless the expenses were incurred in the circumn 

( 2 ) The account shall contain such particulars , ay 
stances from which it could be positively inferred that the 

may be prescribed 
Succoysful candidate had undertaken that he would relm 

(3) The total of the said expenditure shall not exceed 
burso tlie party or tho person who incuired the evperge . 

such amount as may be prescubest ." 
It is not enough to prove that somc advantage 
accrued to the returned candidate or even that the ct 

35 . Section 83 of the said ACL deals with the contents of 
penditure was incurred for the benefit of the returned 

the petition and reads like this : 
candidate or that it was within the knowledge of the 
returned candidato and he did not prevent it, to clothe 

" 83. Contents of petition . - ( 1) An clection petition 
the return : candidate with the liability of committing 

( a ) shall contain a 

an 
the alleged corrupt practice . Noticing that during 

concisc stucnient of the materail 

facts on which the petitioner relics ; 
election , tho sposoring or supporting political parties as 
will as friends , sympathisers and well-wishers do some 

( b ) shall set forth full particulars of eny corrupt practico 
times incur expenditure not only without the consent of 

that the petitioner alleges, including as full a statement 
the candidate concerned but even without his knowledge 

as possible of the nanics of the parties alleged to have 
this Court opiocd tht the successful candidate cannot be 

committed such ocorrupt practice and the date and 
clothed with all such expenses to suffer the disqualification . 

place of the commission of each such practice ; and 


34 , Section 77 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 reads as under : 


" 77 . Account of election expenses and maxinun 
thereof.--- ( 1) Every candidate at any election shall , either 
by biniself or by his election agent, keep a separato and 
correct account of all experiditurç in connection with tho 
election incurred or authorized by him or by his cléction 
agent between the date on which he has been nominated 
and the date of declaration of the result thereof, both 
dates inclusive . 


(c ) shall be signed by the pctitioner and verified in the 

manner Inid down in the Code of Civil Procedure , 
1908 ( 5 of 1908 ) for the verification of pleadings : 

Provided that where the petitioner allegos any 
corrupt practice, the petition shall also be accompanied 
by an affidavit in thc prescribed form in 
the allegation of such corrupt practice and the 
particulars thereof. 


( 2 ) Any schedule or annexure to the pätition shall also be 
signed by the petitioner and verified in the same manner 
is the petition ." 


Explanation 1. - Notwithstanding any judgment, 
order or decision of any court to contrary , Any cxpendi 
ture incurred or authorized in connection with the election 
of a cundidate by fa political party or by any other 
association or body of persons or by any individual 
(other than the candidate or his election agent) shall not 
bo dermed to be, and shall fot ever be deemed to have 
been , expenditure in connection with the election incur 
red or authorized by the candidate or by hly election agent 
for the purposes of this sub -section : 


36 . Section 100 of the said Act lays down the grounds 
for declaring the election petition to bc void . The samo is 
reproduced hereunder : 

" 100 . Girounds for declaring election to bu void (1) Sub 
joct to the provisions of sub - section (2 ) if the High Court 
is of opinioni 
(a ) that on the date of lijs clection a returned candidate 

was not qualified , or was disqualified , to be chosen 
to fill the seat under the Constitution or this Act or 
the Governnent of Union Territories Act, 1963 ( 20 
of 1963) ; or 


Provided that nothing contained in the Explanation shall 
affoct. 
( a ) any judgment , order or decision of the Suprenie 

Court whereby the election of a candidate to the 
House of the People or to the l.egislative Assembly 
of a State has been declared vold or set aside before 
the commencement of the Representation of the 
Peoplo (Amendment) Ordinance , 1974 (Ord . 13 of 
1974 ) ; 


( b ) that any corrupt practice has been committed by a 

returned candidate or his clection agent or by any 
olher person with the consent of a returned candidate 
or his election agent ; or 


(b ) any judgment, order or decision of a High Court 

whereby the election of any such candidato has been 
declared void or set aside before the commencement 
of the said Ordinance if no appeal has been prefor 
red to the Supreme Court against such judment, order 
or decision of the High Court before such comnience 
nient and the period of limitation forfiling such 
appel has expircd before such commencement. 


(c ) that any nomination has been inproperly rejected ; 

or 
(d ) that the result of the election , in so far as it con 

Qin H returned candidate , has been materially 
affocted 
(i) by the improper acceptance or any nomination , 


or 


Explanation 3. - For the removal of doubt, it is 
hereby declared that any expenditure incurred in respect 
of any arrangeincnts made, facilities provided or any 
other act or thing donc by any person in the service of 
the Government and belonging to any of the classes men 
tioned in clause (7 ) of section 123 in the discharge or 
purported dischargo of his official duty as mentioned in 
the proviso to that clause shall not be deemed to be ox 
penditur in connection with the election incurred or 
authorized by a candidate or by his election agent for the 
purposes of this sub -8ection . 


(ii) by any corrupt practice committed in the Interest 

of the returned candidatç by an agent other than 

his election agent, or 
(iii) by the improper reception , refusal or rejection 

of any vote or the reception of any voto which 

is void , or 
(iv ) by any non -compliance with the provisions of the 

Constitution or of this Act or of any rules of 

orders made under this Act, 
The High Court shall declare the cloction of the con 
Turned candidate to be void . 
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( 2) If in tho opinion of the High Court a returned candi 
date has boen guilty by an agent, other than this election 

mult, of any corrupt practico but the High Court is satis 
fiod - - 


reason nf the office held by the candidato or for any other 
ronson ), such arrangements , facilities or act or thing she 11 
not be deomed to be assistanco for the furthorance of 
tho prospects of that candidate s election ." 


(a ) that no such corrupt practice was committed at the 

election by the candidate or his election agont, and 
every such corrupt practice was committed contrary 
to the orders , and without the consent, of the candi 
date or his election agent; 


38 . Kocping in view the above referrod to casc law and 
the relevant provisions, the stage is now set to have a look 
at the averments mado in the petition . 

39 . As already said in the earlier part of the judgment, 
paras 1 to 7 aro simply introductory . In para & the alle 
gation made is that the respondent in his rolurn (Annexure 
P - 1 ) of expenscs has disclosed Rs. 1 , 90 , 257 having been spent 
by him on the clection process. This return is said to be 
incorrect . The prescribed limit in respect of election to 
Lok Sabha is Rs. 4 , 15, 000 for cach parliamentary consti 
tucncy. 


(c) that the candidate and his election agent took all 

reasonable means for preventing the commission of 
corrupt practices at the election ; and 


(d ) that in all other respects the election was free from 

any corrupt practice on the part of the candidate 
or any of his agents . 


then the High Court may decide that the election of the 
returned candidate is not void ." 


Section 123 deals with the corrupt praftices and under 
sub -section (6 ) of that Soction , jncurring or Authorizing of 
oxpenditure in contravention of Soction 77 has been made a 
ground for setting aside the election . Sub - section ( 7 ) deals 
with the obtaining, procuring or abetting or attempting to 
obtain or procure by a candidate or his agent any assis 
tance from any person in the service of the Government 
and belonging to the specified classes thereunder. It reads 
like this. 


40 . In para 9 it is alleged that the respondent got publish 
od an advertisement and articles in his favour in Young 
Himachal Periodical (fortnightly ) published on April 1, 
1996 . This publication is said to have been mado for can 
vassing and clectioneering work for securing votes for him . 
The periodical has been placed as Annexure P -2 and the res 
pondont is alleged to have paid Rs. 2 lacs for those advertise 
monts and articles. It is also said in jhis very paragraph 
that the respondent got circulated a multi-colour calendar 
Annexure P - 3 and one lac copies of this calendar were dis 
tributed by him amongst the voters. The cost is said to be 
Rs. 5 each and , thus, the respondent spent rupeet five lacs 
on this calendar which has not been included by him in the 
expenditure return . 


" 123 Corrupt practices.-- The following shall be deemed 
to be corrupt practices for the purposes of this Act :-- 

( 1) to (6 ) 


(7) The obtaining or procuring or abetting or zttemptiug 
to obtain or procure by a candidate or his agent or, a by 
any other person (with the consent of a condidate or his 
plection agent), Any assistance ( other than the giving of 
vote) for the furtherance of the prospects of that candi 
date s olcction , from any person in the person in the survice 
of the Goverſnient and belonging to any of the following 
classes, namely : 

(a ) gazotted officers ; 
(b ) stipendiary judges and magistrates; 
(c) members of the armed forces of the Union ; 
(d) members of the police forces ; 
(o) excise officers ; 

revenue officers other than village revenue officers 
known as lambardars , malguzars, patels, deshmukhs 
or by any other name, whose duty is to collect land 
revenue and who are içmunerated by a share of , or 
conmission on , the amount of land revenuo collec 
. ted by them but who do not discharge any police 
functions; and 


41. A porusal of this periodical shows that the articles 
was published by the Zila Congress Committee , Mandi. Sc 
veral photographs of the returned candidate tukon on various 
occasions appear in ihis periodical. Prima facie, the publi 
cation has been brought about by the political party, i.e . 
the Zila Congrass Committeo, Mandi. As por Explanation -1 
added to Sectin 77 of the Act, any expenditure incurred or 
authorised in connection with the election of a candidate by 
political party or by any other association or body of persons 
or by any individual ( other than the candidate or his cleclion 
agent ) , shall not be doomed to be and shall not over deemed 
to have been expenditure in connection with the election in 
curred or authorised by the candidte or by his clection agent. 
The allegation made is that it was the respondent who got 
published thcso advertisements and articles which fact, on 
the very face of the publication , belies the allegations nade 
against the respondent. 


of the 


(g ) such other class of persons in the service 

Government as may be prescribed : 


42 . It is not the case set up by the petitioner that the re 
turned candidate got these publications through the District 
Congress Committcc or that this was so published with his 
conscnt. The name of the respondent cannot bo attributed 
to be there at his behest . The pleadings , thus, stand con 
tradicted by the schedule itself , 

43 . The document can be viewed from another angle 
also . All expenses which fall within the mischief of Soction 
77 of the Act , would be from the date of the nomination of 
the candidate upto the date of declaration of the result , both 
dates inclusive. Admittedly , the returned candidaio filed 
his nomination papers on March 30 , 1996 as is inade Out from 
the return Annexure P - l . The last date for all ing the nomi 
nation papers was April 3 , 1996 . The clection programme 
was announced on March 9 , 1996 . Tne publication in ques 
tion , i.e . Annexure P - 2 , is dated April 1, 1996 . The petitioner, 
in the given situation , was, thus , required to plead th , date , 
time and place where the periodical was published as well 
as the date , time and place of the payment alleged to havo 


Provided that where any person , in the service of the 
Government and belonging to any of the classes aforesaid , 
· in the discharge or purported discharge of his official duty, 

makcs any arrangements of provides ,apy facilities or does 
any other act or thing , for, to , or in relation to any candi 
dato or his agent or any other person acting with the con 
sent of the caodidate or his election agent (whether by 


L 


) 
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beto niade by the respondent and the name of the press as expenditure rulurn . "Towards the end of paragrapr 10 , it 
well as the person to whom the payments was made. As 

is said that this publication was got printed by Mandi 
the publication is dated April 1, 1996 , it presupposes that Jankalyan Sabha froni press in Mudras with the c ! ent uſ 
the arrangements in respect of the publication had been made 

the respondent. 
much prior to its publication and unless the petitioner specifies 
a particular date, the allegations would be completely vague . 

47. The booklet 1775 en placed on record as 411excire 

P . 4 . On the titic page is the photograph of the 111. 11 Prime 
44 . In case the expenditure was incurred prior to the Minister of India Mi, Narsimha Rao . The booklet is in 
liling of the nomination by the respondent, there would be 

formatory . It is printed at Puomapushai Pathippay: 12 
no violation of Section 77 and iſ the expenses are said to have 

Press, Madras und was published by Mandi Jan Kalyan 
been incurred after the said date, the same were to be specifica Subha , 6 / 19 , Subhash M :14 , New Delhi. There is no indi 
by the petitioner. As I look at the advertisement contained 

cation in this publication S 10 what point of time it was 
in this publication , the same has been publislied by one Ramesh 

printed or published . There is a vague averment that it 
Thakur , President of the Youth Congress Committee, Mandi. 

was got printed and published by the said Sabha with the 
Another publication is by one Mohan Singh , President of 

consent of the respondent. The respondent is said to have 
Zila Congicos ( 1) Committee, Mandi. Another advertise 

incurred an expenditure of rupees five lac on this publication . 
ment at page 27 is by Dharamvir Dhami, Gencral Secretary , 

The petitioner has not disclosed the date , time and place 
FIPCC (I ), Kullu and the advertisement at page 30 is by Inder 

when the booklet was published and the date, timno and place 
Singh Thakur, Chairman , H . P . Congress ( 1) Sewa Dal . 

when the alloyed paymonts were inade , whether the paymcnt 
The advertisement at page 31 carrying the photograph of 

was made to the press or to the other persons . It is further 
returned candidate , was publishod by District Congross (1) 

not known whether this publication appeared on the scene 
Committee , Mandi. The advertisement at page 33 is puhlish 

before the election was notified and if so , would it fall within 
ed by the Election Public Relation Committoc Conyress (I). 

the mischief of Section 77 of the Act or not ? 
The other advertiscments aro also published cither in the nang 
of the individuals or in the name of political parties . Assum 

48. The contents of the petition have been sworn on the 
ing that the expenses were incurred after the nomination 

personal knowledge of the petitioner. The non -disclosure 
papers were Oled , the expenses incurred would take out the 

of the material facts , in my considered opinion , renders the 
avorments from the mischief of Section 77 as expenses had pleadings vague, dofective and liable to be struck off . Time, 
been incurred by a political party , association or body of place and date of the distribution of this booklet is also not 
persons or any individua ). These expenses, thus, cannot be 

stated . The hooklet does contain the name of the publisher, 
said to be in connection with the clection expenses incurred 

1.e. Mandi Jan Kalyan Sablia , Now Delhi, In reply to this 
or authorised by the candidate or by his clcction agent for 

paragraph, it has bcon stated by the respondent that the same 
the purposes of the said Section , 

was published by the Sabha of its ow730 .nowicro in February , 

1996 or in the beglaping of March , 1995 . It hus, thus, oth 
45. So far as publication of the calendar Apnexure P- 3 ing to do with the electioncoring . 
is concerned , there is not a whisper in the petition that it was 
got printed from the proprietor of the Young Himachal 

49 . Even otherwise , tho expenses incurred by 4 person 
Weekly with the authorisation or consent of the respondent. 

before his becoming a candidate for the purposes of election 
The proprietor of the periodical might have thought it in 

within thc meaning of Soction 79 (b ) of tho Act, and not to 
his wisdom to issue this calendar for boosting his sale as the 

be taken into consideration for the purposes of Section 77 of 
respondeat, besides being a popular leader froin the conşti 

Ulic Act. 
tuency, was also a minister at the relevant time. The allo 

50 . Once this position is accepted that the expenses were 
gations in respect of expenses incurred on this calendar like 

incurred by the Sabha , this had not to be reficcted in the 
the one Annexure P -2 , are also lacking in material particulars 

lection expenditure return by the respondent. The oxpenses 
in as much as nothing has been said in the petition fixing 

so incurred , would be safely covered by Explanation -I added 
responsibility on the respondent or the Sanie was distributed 

to Suction 7710 ) of the Act. The respondent cannot be said 
at which pacticular place , at what time and amongst whom . 

to havo have committed any corrupt practice becauso any 
Another important lino that appears on this calendar is that 

act or conduct of the Sabha would not fall within the mischief 
the game is compleinentary from Young Himachal Sunder 

of Section 123 ( 7 ) of the Act . The booklot contains 
nagar. The words as they appear in Hindi, reads 2s, 

the specch of the thion PrimeMinister of the country. There 
“ SAPREM BHENT YOUNG HIMACHAL SUNDER 

is nothing centained in this publication suggesting or holding 
NAGAR " . On the face of it , it appears to have been pub 

out any threat, promiso or compulsion to the cloctorates 
lished by the proprietor of the periodical as complementary. 

to yote in one way or the other. That is not evon the case 
Nothing has beon said in para 9 as to where , to whom , at 

vlcaded by the petitioner. Further there are no averinents 
what time and at what place and in which locality the onc 

as to the dato , place , time and the mode of the alleged pay 
lac copios of this calendar were distributed . There is further 

ment as well as distribution, 
no averment that who was in fact distributiog it. The parti 
culars are completely missing. The allegation is that Rs. 5 

51. The allegation made in para 11 of the petition is that 
lac were incurrod on the publication of this calendar, There 

the respondent has exceeded the expenditure beyond the 
is not a word said in para 9 that this expenditure was incurred 

prescribed limit . The avertients completely suffers from 
by the respondent. The allegation is, thus wholly vague and 

lack of material particulars in order to disclose essential 
indefinite . 

facts. These are vague and general type of allegations 

without any specitic averments , 
46 . The next attack made on the respondent is in respect 
of booklet Himachal Sanchar Kranti Ka Model ( Himachal 

51. lo para 12 it is said that the respondent mis -used 
& mode of telecommunication revolution ). This booklet the Government machinery for the furtherance of the prog 
contafug 68 pages and it is said that the respondent got one 

pects of his election from the persons in service of the Go 
lac booklets distributed amongst the voters and spent rupcos 

vernment who were Gazetted Officers in the Press Information 

Bureau and 
live lac whici anunt has not been shown by him in the 

Telecommunication . It is said that on 
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April 9, 1996 , the Publicity Incharge of the District Congress 

any of the classes aforesaid , in the discharge or purported 
Committee , with the consent of the respondent, issued a press 

discharge of his official duty , makes any arrangoment or 
Iclease which has communicated to the press through a FAX 

Piovides auy facilitics oi dues any other act or thing even 
message and for that purpose , the facility of Fax machine 

if it is with the consent of the candidate or his clection agent, 
way availed of. The press release has been placed as An 

such arrangement of facility or act or nothing shall not be 
noxuro P - 5 to the petition. On the top of this document 

docmed to be the assistance for furtherance of prospects of 
" GMT, Chandigarh " is inentioncd which , according to the 

that candidates clcction . According to the learned counsel, 
politioner, would mean General Minager Telecoinmuoi 

if any Ollicer has provided a facility in the given situation , 
cation , Chandigurh . The allegation is that it was circulated 

the same is covered by the proviso . Even if the allegations 
through Govt. machinery and the respondent is guilty for 

made in the petition are accepted at its face value , it is only 
mis-using this machinery for furthcrance of his clection pro 

the use of the FAX machino which is highlightcu . It has 
gram 71 and prospects. 

nowhere becp avçrred that the press release was made with 
52 . In para 13 it is said that a speach was delivered by 

the consent of the respondent or he had any role in its release 
the respondent at Dharampur in District Mandi on April 9 , 

As such , 
1996 . The contents were released by Press Information 
Bureau , Government of India to the Press at Government 

58. Ar worst, what has been said in para 12 is that the 
expenscs . This has bcen placed on reçoid , az Annexure 

Pub. icity Incharge, District Corgress Corniittee, Mandi 
P -6 and its English version in Ext. P - 7 . It is said that the 

with the consent of the respondent, issued a prcas release . 
ingue was raised by several news-papers like the Tribune 

There is complete omission that the respondent ever at 
dated April 10 , 1996 , the Hindustan Time, dated April 11 , 
1996 , the Punjab Kesari dated April 10 , 1996 and the Tribune 

riscd or consented to the said (ncharge for the release to by 

communicaled to the press through FAX machine and for 
dated April 11 , 1996 . The clippings of these news items 
have been placed on record as Anoxures P -8 / A to P - 8 / D 

that purpose tho F .4X mchine was used with the consent 

and authorisation of the respondent. The allegation , in my 
respectively . The petitioner inade complaint to the Election 

considered opinion , in no way involves the role of the reg 
Commission of India which is Annexure P - 9 . 

pondent in the mis -uco of the Govt. machinery or the uso 
53. As said in para 1 } of the petition , an enquiry was 

of the allices of the Govt. for furthcrance of this clection 
conducted by the Election Commission and the respondent 

programme for prospects. Su could be tho answer in respect 
was held guilty as is evident from the nows itom published 

of the content of the speech which were relcased by the Press 
in the Tribune dated April 23, 1996 placed as Annexure 

Infornation Bureau , Go crnment of India , 
P - 10 , 
54. The respondent has completely denied that any Gon 

59 . A pcrusal of the press report appearing in the Tribune 
vernmrtmachinery was missed for compaigning, canvas 

published from Chendi arh on April 23, 1996 , carries the 
sing or elcctioneel jog work in order to secure votes by him . headline , " Officials wanned in Sukh Rain s case " . In the 
It has been specifically denied that he availod the sorvices of 

news it is said that the Election Commission has expressed 
Gazeted Officers of thc Press Information Bureau or Tele . 

displcasure over the official communication facilities by the 
communication Department. 

Union Minister , Mr. Sukh Ram , and warned the officials 
55 . It has already been noticed above that the respondent for allowing the use of Government teleconmunication faci 
was a Minister in the Central Government at the relevant 

litics in a routine manner, 
line. If any Olicer bas done somcthing in his 
oficial Juty , tho respondent cannot be held guilty of corrupt 

60. It appears that the fact of the use of the FAX machine 
"Practices. The respondent has completely denied having came to the notice of the Election Coinmission and having 
issued any press statement on April 9 , 1996 . The same was 

come to know of it, its displensure was convcyed for the 
neither issued by the Publicity Incharge of the District Cong 

niammer in which tlıcse were allowel to be used. The aver 
ress committee nor any FAX machine or any other machiacry 

ments even if taken as these have been projected in the pati. 
was so viged . As I look at the press release, signatures of 

tion), would , at the most , amount to the violation of the Codes 
one Herish Gupta appear and in reply, it is stated that he 

set by the Election Commission for tic purposes of free 
was n ver appoint d as Publicity Inchurye if the District 

and fair elections. This has not been made a ground for 
Congress Committeo nor he was authorised by the respondent setting at naught the cleriion in the ground, for that purpose 
por he ever gavo his consent for the release of FAX messago 

as enumerated in the Aut. Notice may also be takco of the 
to tbc General Manager , Tele - cominunication , Chandigarh . 

fact that the Press Information Bureau was not under the 
According to tho respondent, this appears to be manufactured 

control of the respondent. 
and forged document to implicate the respondent falsely . 
50 . To contradict thesc averments, the respondent has 

6 ). I am further of the view that contents of paros 12 , 13 
placed on record Annexure R - 1 which lattor he had sent to 

and 14 , besides being vague and lacking in naterial particulary 
the Election Commission in India . In the said letter he has 

and facts , are not covered within the purview of Section 
cloarly stated that he was totally ignorant of these happenings 123 (7 ) of the Representution of the People Act and as such 
and there appeared to be a conspiracy agajnst him to malign 

are liable to be struck out . The nero use of a Goveniment 
him in the election , It has also bech said in the letter that 

FAX niachiuc for relcasing a press statement, in no situation , 
the press notes , if issued , were without his approval and con 

would be termed as corrupt practice as contemplated by 
currenco . In respect of Press Information Bureau , it was 

Section 123 ( 7 ) of the Act. 
stated that he was unaware of the circumstances leading to 
the said issuance of the press nole by the said authority which 

62. Noticc may also be taken of the veriliculion part of 
is not in his control, 

the afidavit filed with the petition . It would be better to 
57 , Mr. Bihuguna , lovaed senior counsel , appcaring 

reproduce it hercunder 
for the petitioner, has brought to my notice the proviso to 

" J, Adan Singh son of Shri Dagnoo Ram , the poti 
Section 123 (7 ) of the Act. It is said therein that whero a 

tioner , do hereby verify that the contents of purus 1 to 16 
person , 11 the serviceof the Government and belonging to 

of the chctiuni fcicn all liuc to my [ ciscal krov. ledgc . 
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Verificd at Shimla on 26th day of June, 1996 ." 

Civil Miscellaneous Application No. 1/ 97 is allowed and 

paras 8 to 14 of the election petition are ordered to be struck 
Once the netitioner has opted to verify the contents of 

off , 
the petition on personal knowledge, the contents as disclosed 
ara not in conformity with the provisions laid down in the 

65. As nothing clse survives in the election petition , the 
Act, Tf the petitioner has based the contents on his per 

same is liable to be rejectcd at thereshold for not dis 
sonal kínowledge , the contains should huve been more in 

closing a cause of action . Consequently , the election peti 
Curmatury carrying full particulars with completo facts . 

tion is ordered to be dismissed with costs wich are assessed 

at Rs . 10, 000 . 
63. Notice may also be taken of the judgment passed 
by this Court in Election Petition No. 1 of 1995, ( Bipin Singh 

May 29 , 1997 
Parmar Vs. Hanwar Durga Chand , decided on April 19 , 

( BC ) 
1997 ). In that case also , the petition was ordered to be 
rejected for want of compliance of Section 83 of the Act, 
i.e . failure to incorporate in the petition material facts and 

P . K . PALLI, JUDGE , 
particulars relating to the alleged corrupt practice. The 
netition was ordered to be dismissed summarily as disclosing 

[ No . 82 / HP- HP/ 2/ 96] 
no cause of action . 

By Order, 
64. In View of the laiv laid down by the Hon ble Supreme 

K . J , RAO , Secy . 
Couri, discussed in the earlier part of this judgment, this 


आदेग 


नई दिल्ली , 7 जून , 1997 


प्रा . अ . 133. - -- जबकि , निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) 
में यथाधिनिदिष्ट अप्रैल , 1996 में हुए हरियाणा राज्य विधान सभा के साधारण निर्वाचन के लिए जो रतम्भ ( 3 ) में 
तदनरूपी विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हआ है, के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक 
अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तथा तदीन बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) 
में यथादशित अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है । 

और जबकि , उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण 
अथवा स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गए अभ्यावेदनों पर यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात 
निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य 
नहीं हैं ; 

मत : अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10-क के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) 
में विनिदिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य / संघ राज्य क्षेत्र की विधान सभा अथवा विधान 
परिषद् के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिए आदेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए एतद हारा निर 
हित घोषित करता है । 


सारणी 


क्र . सं . निर्वाचन का विवरण 


निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की श्रम सं . 
सथा नाम 


निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी का निरर्हता का कारण 
नाम और पता 


- 


- 


1. हरियाणा राज्य की विधान 6 - - जगाधरी 

सभा के लिए साधारण 
निर्वाचन , 1996 


श्री रमेश चन्द , 

निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
1309- वार्ड नं . 18, . लेखा दाखिल करने · · में 
हरी नगर, जगाधरी ,जिला यमुना - असफल रहे । 
नगर , हरियाणा । 
श्री अंग्रेज सिंह , 
गांव सराये सुखी, डा . हरिपुर, 
जिला कुरुक्षेत्र , हरियाणा । 


2. -~-बही -- 


20 - शाहाबाद 


- - 


- 


- - - 


. 


- 


- 


-- 


- - 


- - 


- 
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20- - शाहाबाद 


3. हरियाणा राज्य की विधान 

सभा के लिए साधारण 
निर्वाचन , 1996 


श्री सोम प्रकाश , 
गांय सुभरी, डा . राजोखेडी , 
जिला अम्बाला , हरियाणा । 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल रहे । 


4. - - बही - - 


- - वही - - 


----- वही - - 


श्री जगजीत सिंह, 
फौजी हस्पताल , शाहाबाद 
( मा ) , हरियाणा । 


5 . ---वही 


— वही -- 


- -वही -~ 


श्री जय देव , 
गांव व डा . ठोल , जिला कुरुक्षेत्र , 
हरियाणा । 


6 . - - बही .. 


- -यही 


- वही - - 


श्री जैलदार , 
म . नं . 80, कृष्ण नगर , 
वार्ड नं . 12, शाहाबाद , 
हरियाणा । 


7. -- -दही - - 


- -वही - - 


-- वहीं 


श्री रंग राम , 
गांव टकाली , डा . तिगरी , 
जिला क रुक्षेत्र , हरियाणा । 


8. ---यही --- 


- - वही-- - 


-~ - दही 


श्री रामचन्द्र प्रेमी 
गांव लोटनी , डा . अलबेहड़ा, 
जिला कुरुक्षेत्र , हरियाणा । 


-~ - वही 


10. 


- पहा - - 


- - यही - - 


- ~ -वहीं - -- 


श्री सन्तोख सिंह, 
गांव सैदपुर, बरवालिया , 
जिला कुरुक्षेत्र, हरियाणा । 
श्री रघुबीर, 
गांव व डा . खरीण्डवा, 
जिला कुरुक्षेत्र , हरियाणा । 
श्री जय पाल , 
गांव मिचहिडी, डा . भगवानपुर , 
तह . थानेसर, जिला कुरुक्षेत्र , 
हरियाणा । 


11. -- नही 


21 - रादौर ( अ . जा . ) 


12. 


यही -- -- 


-- -यही 


श्री तुगला राम , 
गांव व डा . बोडला तह . थानेसर , 
जिला कुरुक्षेत्र, हरियाणा 


13. --- वही -- 


- वहीं --- 


श्री मदन लाल , 
गांव व डा . संघौर, तह . थानेसर , 
जिला कुरुक्षेत्र , हरियाणा 


14 . ~~- वही 


--- वहीं 


श्री राम प्रकाश , 


वही 


इला, तह . थानेगा 


जिला कुरुक्षेत्र , हरियाणा । 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 
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5 


12 
-- - 

- - - - - - 


- - 


- - 


- - 


- --- - - - 


- 


- - -- - - - - - - 


- 


-- 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- - - -- - -- .. -- - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


21 -- - रादौर ( अ . जा . ) 


15. हरियाणा राज्य की 

विधान सभा के लिए 
साधारण निर्वाचन , 1996 


16. -- वही --- 


25 ---- कैथल 


17. - - वही --- 


-~ - बही - - 


18. --- बही -- 


-~-वही -- 


19. --- वही -- 


-- - बही 


20. ---- वहीं --- 


26 - - पुण्डरी 


21, - - वही - - 


- - वही - - 


22. -- वही -- 


-- - वही --- 


श्री लछमन दास कल्याण , निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 
गांव बापोली, डा , बका , 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
तह . जगाधरी, जिला यमुनानगर , असफल रहे । 
हरियाणा । 
श्री जगदीश , 

- - वही ---- 
गांव व डा . लदानाबाबा , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री बैणी प्रसाद , 

---- बही - - 
म . नं . 7 , आदर्श नगर , कैथल , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री हंस राज 

- - बही - - 
777 / 8, छोटा कटहैरा, कैथल 
हरियाणा । 
श्री मांगे राम , 

- - वाही - - 
1371 , डोगरा गेट , 
कैथल , हरियाणा 
श्री अनिरुद्ध , 

- - वही-- - 
गांव व डाकखाना कौल , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री अनिल , 
गांव बडा . ककोल , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री नेपाल सिंह , 

-- - वही - - 
गांव व डा . हाबड़ी, हरियाणा । 
श्री कृष्ण कमार, 
गांव व डा . रसीना , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री गुरबन्त सिंह , 

- -वही 
गांव व डा . हाबड़ी , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री गुलाब , 

- -यही---- 
गांव खनौदा , डा . टीक , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री चन्दगी राम , 
गांव व डा . चन्दलाना , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री जसवन्त सिंह , 

-- - वहीं - - 
गांव व डा . अहं , हरियाणा । 
श्री पवन कुमार 

-- - धही - - 
गांव व डा . पबनावा , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री बिशन दत्त , 

-- - बही - - 
गांव व डा . शाबड़ो, 
हरियाणा । 


23. -- -वही - - 


- - -वही -- - 


24. ---वही -- 


- - वही - - 


25. - - वही - -- 


- बही - - 


26. - - वही -- - 


26 - - पुण्डरी 


27. 


वही - -- 


- -- वहीं- - 


28, ... - यही - - 


--- वही - - 


29. - - वही -- - 


-- - बही - -- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 1615 GI / 97 - 6 


- - - -- -- 
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26-पुण्डरी 


30. हरियाणा राज्य की विधान 

सभा के लिए साधारण 

निर्वाचन , 1996 
31 . - बही - - 


श्री भाग सिंह, 
गांव व डा . कौल , 
हरियाणा । 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल रहे । 
-~-~ वही - - 


-~ - दही - - 


श्री रामपाल , 
गांव व डा . जडोला , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री राम मिह , 
गांव व डा . कौल, 
हरियाणा । 


32. --- नही - - 


-~-वही - - 


- - -- वही - -- 


33 . --- ही - - 


-- -कहीं - - 


- -- वही - - 


श्रीमति रोशनी पत्नी नन्हा , 
गांव व डा . कौल , 
हरियाणा । 
श्रीमति रोशनी पत्नी रिसाला , 
गांव व डा . कौल, 
हरियाणा । 


34. - - ही -. 


-~ - बही - - 


- - वही - - 


35. ----यही - - 


- - रही - - 


- ~- वही - - 


36. - - ह: --- 


28-- - हसनगढ़ 


----यही - - 


37 . - --वही-~-- 


-.-.वहीं --- 


~~ ~-बही-- -- 


. 38. - - वही --- 


41 - ~ सोनीपत 


श्री बलदेव सिंह , 
गांव व डा . हाबड़ी , 
हरियाणा । 

श्री जगफूल, 
गांव मोरखेड़ी , रोहतक , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री होशियार मिह, 
गांव व डा . ईस्माईला , 9 विम्बा , 
रोहतक , हरियाणा । 
श्री राज सिंह , 
676/ 7 , दलाल भवन , 
मालवीय स्कूल, सोनीपत , 
हरियाणा । 

श्री अशोक , 
गांव बहअकबरपुर , जिला रोहतक , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री नानन्द , 
गांव व डा . भठगांव - - मालयान , 
जिला सोनीपत , हरियाणा । 


- - - वही - ~ 


39. - - बही... 


43-.-- रोहट 


-- - वही - - 


40. - -वही --- 


-~~~~ वही ~ 


- ~- पही - - 


41. - -वही- ~ 


. - - बही --- 


- बही---- 


श्री नाथू राम , 
म . नं . 82, वाई नं . 4 , 
खरखौदा, हरियाणा । 


42. - - बही - ~ 


-~~ वही-~ ~ 


- ~ बही - - 


श्री नरोत्तम , 
गांय निजामपुर माजरा , 
डा . फरमाणा, मह , खरखौदा , 
हरियाणा । 


- . - - - , . . - - . - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- -- 


-- - 


- - 


- 


- -. - - . . - 


-- . . 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


-- - - 


- - -- 


- 


-- -- - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 
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. .. . . 

- -- -- -- --- - - - 
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___ - 


- - 


- - - 


- - - - 


- .. 


- 


- - - 


43---- रोहट 


43. हरियाणा राज्य के विधान 

सभा के लिए साधारण 

निर्वाचन , 1996 
44. - - वही---- 


45 . -- - वही - - 


- ~ वही---- 


15. - - वही - -- 


-- यही --- 


47. -- बही --- 


-- -वही---- 


48. - - वहीं ----- 


-- - वही - -- 


श्री राजपाल पुत्र चतराम , निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
गांव डा . सिलाना , 

लेखा दाखिल करने में 
हारयाणा । 

असफल रहे । 
श्री राजपाल पन नार , 

- वही--- 
गांव व डा , सिलाना , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री रामबीर , 

- - ही - - 
गांव डबरपुर , डा , मिटावली , 
जिल। सोनीपत, हरियाणा । 
श्री गेहतास , 

__ -~- बही---- 
गांव व मा . सिलाना , तह . खरखौदा , 
हरियाणा । 
श्री सतीश कुमार , 

--- -दही --- 
गांव डा . व मेहरी , 
तह . खरखौदा , हरियाणा 
श्री सतीश, 

-~ - वही.... 
म . नं . - - 305, गांव करेवड़ी , 
जिला सोनीपत , हरियाणा । 
श्री राम कुमार, 

-~ - वही ---- 
गांव धडा . खेडोरखा , 
जिला कैथल, हरियाणा । 
श्री मत्यवान , 

-~ - नहीं-- - 
गांव सिममौर, जिला कैथल , 
हरिमाणा । 
श्री बनारसी , 

---नही---- 
गोव व डा . पौसाला , 
तह . व जिला कथा, 
हरियाणा । 
. - - - 
[ सं . 76 हरि , ----वि . म ./ 96 ( 4 )] 

आवेश मे , 
के . जे . राव, सचिव 


49. --~-वही---- 


4:1-- - कलायत ( अ . जा . ) 


50. --- यही- ~ 


-- --बही -- म 


51. --- वहीं --- 


- - वही - - 


- . 


. 


- 


. - . 


. - . 


. - 


. 


- 


- . 


- - - - .- ... . - . 


ORDER 


New Delhi, 7th June , 1997 


after due potice of the Election Commission , after consi 
dering the representation made by then , if any, the Election 
Commission is satisfied that they have no good scacon or 
justification for the said failure ; 


( ). N. 133.. - Whereas, the Election Commission of 
India is satisfied that the contesting candidates specified in 
column ( 4 ) of the lable below at the Geneal Election to the 
Haryana Legislative Assembly held in April , 1996 as speci 
lled in column ( 2 ) and held from constituency correspon 
dingly specifled in column (3 ) against their name have failed 
to lodge account of tiçir cicction expuses, as shown in 
colunia (5 ) of the luble , is required by the representation 
of the people Act, 1951 and the Rules inede thereunder ; 

And whercas , the said candidates have citir llyt lur 
nishod any reason or explanation for the guid failuic event 


Nory, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission cichy dychures the persons 
specified in colunn ( 4) of the Table bant to be disqualified 
for being chosen as, and for being, a nembe of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembiy or Legislative 
Council of a State/Union Territory ti ! I period of throne 
Yeur s fren the date of this order , 
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Name and address of contesting candidates Reason for disqualification 


S . Particulars of election 
No. 


No , and Name of 
constituency 


5 


6 - Jagadbari 


1 . General Election to the 

Haryana Legislative Assomb 
ly, 1996 . 


Failed to lodge any account 

of election expenses. 


Sh , Ramesh Chand , 
1309 - Ward No . 18 , 
Hari Nagar, 
Jagadhari 
District Yamuna Nagur , 
Haryana. 


- do 


2 - Shahabad 


-do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Angrej Singh , 
Vill, Sarai Sukhi, 
P . O . Haripur, District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana. 
Sh . Om Prakash , 
Vill. Subhri P .O . Rajoklieri, 
District Ambala , 

Haryana , 
Sh . Jagjit Singh , 
Fauji Hospital, 
Shahabad, 
District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana . 


- do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


20 - Shahabad 


Sh , Jai Dev , 
Vill. & P . O . Thol, 
District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana. 
Sh . Jaildar , 
H . No. 80 , Krishna Nagar, 
Ward No. 12 , Shahabad , 
District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana. 
Sh, Rangu Ram , 

Vill. Dhakali, P.O . Tigari, 
District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana. 
şh , Ram Chander Premi, 
Vill . Lotani P . O . Jalbelira , 
Disirict Kurukshetra , 
Haryana. 
Sh . Santokh Singh , 
Vill. Saidpur Barwalia , 
District Kurukhsatra , 
Haryana . 
Sh . Raghubir , 
Vill. & P . O . Kharindwa. 
District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana. 
Sh . Jai Pal, 
Vill, Mirohahari, 
P . O . Bhagwanpur , 
Tohsil Thanesas , 
District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana . 
Sh . Tungla Ram , 
Vill. & P . O . Bodla , 
Teh , Thanesar, 
District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana . 


-do 


do 


- do 


- do 


-do 


21 - Radaur (SC ) 


-do 


-do 


-do 


-do 


ROZWI_ 

FILLUNULAT LAW . LULU 


( TTT 11- - 13( iii ) ] 
- - = = = - = - = - = - = - = . = 

2 


WT2 7 77797 ITE : 12, 1997 19 
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5 
- - - - - - - - - - -- - 
Failed to lodge any account 
uclextion expenses. 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


13. General Election to the 21 - Radaur ( SC ) 

Haryana Legislative Assembly , 
1996 . 


Sh . Mudan Lal, 
Vill. & P . O . Sanghaur, 

Teh , Thanesar, District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana. 
Sh . Ram Parkaslı , 
Vill. & P . O . Bodlu , 
Teh , Thanesar, District Kurukshetra , 
Haryana , 


14. 


-do 


-do 


-do 


do 


- do 


-do 


- do 


25 - Kaithal 


-do 


Sh . Lachhman Dass Kalyan , 
Vill. Bapoli , P .O . Bubka, 
Toh , Jagadhari, 
District Yamuna Nagar , 
Haryana 
Sh . Jagdish , 
Vill. & P . O . Landanababa , 
Haryana . 
Sh . Beni Prasad, 
H . No. 7, Adarsh Nagar, Kaithal, 

Haryana . 
Sh , Hans Raj, 
777 /8 , Chhota Kattheda, 
Kaithal, 
Нагуала. 


-do 


- do 


- do 


do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


- do 


Sh . Mange Ram , 
1371, Dogra Gate , Kaithal, 
Haryana . 


- do 


26 - Pundari 


-do 


Sh . Anirudh , 
Vill. & P . O . Kaul, 
Нагуяпа. 


- do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Anil, 
Vill. & P .O . Kaul, 
Haryana 


- do 


- do 


- do 


Sh , Nepal Singh , 
Vill. & P . O . Habri, 
Haryana. 


-do 


- do 


-do 


Sh , Krishna Kumar , 
ViU , & P . O . Raseena , 
Haryana . 


-do 


-do 


- lo 


Sh , Gurbant Singh , 
Vill . & P . O . Habri, 
Haryana , 


- do 


- do 


- do 


Sh , Gulab , 
Vill. Khanauda, P . O . Teek , 
Haryana 


- do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


Sh , Chandgi Ram , 
Vill. & P . O . Chapdiana, 
Haryana . 
Sh . Jaswant Singh , 
Vill . & P . O . Aahun , 
Haryana . 
Sh . Pawan Kumar , 
Vill . & P . O . Pawpawa , 
Haryana. 


-do 


-do 


-do 


-do 


-do. 


-do 


Şh . Bishan Dutt , 
Vill. & P , O .. Habri, 
Haryana , 


- . - . - 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- - 


- 


- 
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1. 


- - - - - 

2 . 


= : -- 

3 . 


30 . Omerol Election to the 26 - Pundari 

Haryara Legislative Astembly , 
1996 . 


Sh . Bhag Singh . 

Vill. & P .O . Kaul, 
· Haryana . 


Failed to lodge any account 

or clection expenses . 


31 . 


-do 


- do 


- do 


Sh . Rain Pal, 
Vill . & P .O . Jadaula , 
Haiyana . 


- do 


-do 


- do 


Sh .,Ram Singh , 
Vill. & P . O . Kaul, 
Haryana , 


- Jo 


-do 


-do 


Smt. Roshni, 
Wo Sh . Nanha , 
Vill. & P . O , Kaul, 
Haryana 


- do 


-do 


- Jo 


Smt. Roshni 
Wo Sh , Risala , 
Vill. & P . O . Kaul, 
Haryana . 


-do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Baldev Singh , 
Vill . & P . O . Habri, 
Haryana 


- do 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Jagphul, 
Vill. Morkheri, Rohtak , 
Haryana . 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Hoshiar Singh , 
Vill. & P . O . Ismaila , 
9 Bisba, Rohtak , 
Haryana . . 
Sh . Raj Singh, 
676 /7 , Dalal Bhawan , 
Malviya School, 
Soncpat , 
Haryana . 


o 


38. 


41-- Sonepat 


-do 


39. 


-do 


43-Rohat 


-do 


Sh . Ashok , 
Vill. Dahuakbarpur, 
Disit. Rohtak , 
Haryana . 


- do 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Anand , 

Vill . & P . O , Bhagaon 
Malian , Teh . & Distt. Somepat, 
Haryana . 
Sh . Nathu Ram . 
H . No. 82 , Ward No . 4 , 
Kharkhoda, Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana . 


- do 


- do 


di 


42. 


-do 


- da 


do 


Sh . Narottam , 
Vill, Nizampur Mazra , 
P . O . Farinana, Teh . Kharkhodu , 
Distt. Sonepat, 
Husya 116 . 


43. 


-do 


- do 


do 


Sh . Ru Pal, 
S / o Sh . Chet Rani, 
Vill. P . O . Silana , 
Teh , icharkhoda , Distt . Sonepal, 
Haryabil , 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - , 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


(H17 1l- - 1 $ 3 ( 111 )] 

TRE - = - = 


A F1 2139 2 . 
= = = - - 


16 12 . 1947 19 21, 1919 
-- - - - - - -- -- = - - . - ---- - 


553 
- - --- -- - 


- -:- = - - = 


= 


= 


- - - - - - -- 


1 . 


- 


- - 
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- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


- - 


-- 


43 -- Rohat 


General Election to the 
Haryana legislative Assembly , 
1996 . 


Failed to lodic any account 
of election expenses . 


- do 


- - - - - - - 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
Sh . Raj Pal , 
Slo Sh . Tare , 
Vill . & P . O . Silana , 
Tch . Kliarkhoda , Distt. Sonepat, 
Harrana , 
Sh . Kombir, 
Vill. Dabarpur , 
P .O . Sitawali, Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana , 
Sh. Rohtash , 
Vill. & P . O . Silana , 
Teh Kharkhoda , Distt. Sonopat, 
hlarvana . 


-do 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Satish Kuniar , 
Vill. & P . O . Schari, 
Teh . Kharkhoda , Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana . 


-do 


-do 


-do 


S11. Satish , 
H . No . 305 , 
Vill. Karcwari, Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana. 


49. 


-do 


44 -Kalayat (SC ) 


- do 


- do 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Rani Kumar, 
Vill. & P . O , Kheri Sherkhan , 
Distt . Kaithal, 
Haryana . 
Sh . Satyavan , 
Vill. Sisinaur, 
Distt. Kaithal, 
Haryana , 
Sh . Banarasi, 
Vill. & P . O . Chausaia . 
Tch . & Disti, Kaithal, 
Haryana. 


51. 


-do 


dans 


-do 


- 


- 


AL 


- - - - - --- 
[No. 76 /HN -LA / 96 (4 )] 

By Order , 
K . J. RAO, Sccy. 
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